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eral  Register,  paragraph  (a)  (12)  is 
added  to  §  6.110  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.110  Department  of  the  Interior — 
(a)  General.  *  *  * 

(12)  One  Staff  Assistant,  President’s 
Council  on  Youth  Fitness. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  &  C. 
631,  633) 

tJNiTED  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.  B.  Doc.  57-2184;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1057; 
8:52  a.  m.] 
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Chapter  Ilf — ^Agricultural  Research 
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Part  301 — ^Domestic  Quarantine  Notices 

t 

Subpart — ^Black  Stem  Rust 

revised  administrative  instructions  des¬ 
ignating  RUST-RESISTANT  SPECIES  AND 
VARIETIES  OF  BARBERRY,  MAHOBERBERIS, 
AND  MAHONIA  PLANTS 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
bpon  him  by  §  301.38-5  of  the  regulations 
(7  CFR  301.38-5)  supplemental  to  the 
Black  Stem  Rust  Quarantine  (Notice  of 
Quarantine  No.’  38,  7  CFR  301.38)  imder 
section  8  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
1912,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  161),  and 
Administrative  Memorandum  No.  101.1' 
of  February  21,  1957  issued  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Agricultural  Research 
Service,  the  Director  of  the  Plant  Pest 
Control  Division  here^  revises  the  ad- 
ministrative  inIStructions  in  7  CFR. 
Supp.,  301.38-5a  (21  F.  R.  4905)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  301.38-5a  Administrative  instruct 
tions  designating  rust-resistant  bar- 
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tions  prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Ck>m- 
mlttee  of  the  Federal  Register,  approved  by 
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tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and 
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Scientific  name — Continued 
B.  verruculosa. 

B.  virgatorum. 

B.  wokingensie. 

B.  xanthoxylon. 

Mahoberberls  aqtil-candidula. 

M.  aqul-sargentlae. 

M.  mlethkeana. 

^honia  aquiloUum. 

M.  bealei. 

M.  compacta. 

M.  dictyota. 

M.  fortunel. 

M.  lomarlfolia. 

M.  nervosa. 

UL.  pinnata.* 

M.  repens. 

(b)  Plants  of  the  species  and  varieties 
listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
may  be  moved  interstate  in  compliance 
with  the  regulations  in  this  subpart. 

(c)  Under  the  regulations  in  this  sub¬ 
part,  seeds  and  fruit  of  the  species  and 
varieties  listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  if  produced  in  any  of  the  States 
of  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  Virginia, 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming,  may  be  moved  between 
such  States  only  imder  permit  or, 
wherever  produced,  may  be  moved  frmn 
the  States  named  to  points  outside  there¬ 
of.  and  between  States  other  than  those 
named,  without  restriction.  Under  the 
regulations,  seeds  and  fruit  of  the  species 
and  varieties  listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  generally  are  prohibited 
movement  into  the  States  named. 

(Sec.  9,  37  Stat.  318;  7  U.  S.  C.  162.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  8,  37  Stat.  318,  as 
amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  161) 

These  instructions  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  March  21,  1957,  when  they  shall 
supersede  P.  P.  C.  557,  second  revision, 
effective  Jidy  3,  1956  (7  CPR,  Supp., 
301.38-5a). 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
add  to  the  list  of  rust-resistant  species 
and  horticultural  varieties  of  barberry, 
mahoberbeiis,  and  mahonia  plants  the 
following  three  additional  species  and 
varieties:  Berberis  manipurana,  Ber- 
beris  thimbergi  atropurpurea  erecta,  and 
Berberis  wokingensis.  The  designation 
of  such  rust-resistant  species  and  varie¬ 
ties  in  effect  constitutes  a  relaxation  of 
the  restrictions  of  the  regulations  and 
depends  upon  facts  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  Plant  Pest  Control  Division.  It 
has  been  determined  that  there  is  no 
unwarranted  pest  risk  involved  in  the 
permitted  movement  of  such  species  and 
varieties.  The  determination  having 
been  made  that  these  species  and  varie¬ 
ties  are  rust-resistant,  authorization  for 
their  movement  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  should  be  accomplished 
promptly.  Accordingly,  under  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.  S.  C.  1003) ,  it  is  foimd  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
concerning  these  instructions  are  im¬ 
practicable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  since  the  instruc¬ 
tions  relieve  restrictions,  they  may  be 
made  effective  less  than  thirty  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Done  at  Wa8hingt<m,  D.  C.,  this  18th 
day  of  March  1957. 

[seal]  K  D.  Burgess, 

Director, 

Plant  Pest  Control  Division. 

[F.  B.  Doc.  57-2185;  FUed.  Mar.  20.  1957; 
8:53  a.  m.] 


Chapter  IX — ^Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

Part  989 — ^Raisins  Produced  From  Raisin 
Variety  Grapes  Grown  in  California 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  CERTAIN  PROVISXONS  AND 
PROVIDING  FOR  LIQUIDATION  OF  RESERVE 
AND  SURPLUS  POOLS 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601 
et  seq.),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
'‘act,”  and  of  Marketing  Agreement  No. 
109  and  Marketing  Order  No.  89,  as 
amended  (20  F.  R.  6435;  21  F.  R.  8182), 
regulating  the  handling  of  raisins  pro¬ 
duced  from  raisin  variety  grapes  grown 
in  California,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“Order  No.  89,”  effective  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  said  act.  an  order  (22  F.  R. 
.863)  was  issued  on  February  7,  1957, 
modifying  the  volume  regulation  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  1956-^7  crop  year  by  the 
implementing  order  (§  989.211;  21  F«  R. 
.8142)  issued  on  October  18,  1956.  The 
implementing  order  designated  the  per¬ 
centages  of  each  varietal  type  of  standard 
raisins  acquired  by  handlers  during  the 
crop  year  beginning  September  1,  1956 
and  ending  August  31, 1957,  which  should 
be  free  tonnage,  reserve  tonnage,  and 
surplus  tonnage,  respectively.  A  free 
tonnage  percentage  of  100,  a  reserve  ton¬ 
nage  percentage  of  zero  and  a  surplus 
tonnage  percentage  of  zero  were  desig¬ 
nated  for  each  varietal  tsrpe  of  raisins, 
other  than  for  the  natural  (sun-dried) 
jThompson  Seedless  varietal  tsnpe.  For 
'^such  varietal  type,  these  percentages 
were  fixed  at  73.  10  and  17,  respectively. 

A  finding  was  made  and  set  forth  in 
the  modification  order  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  then  existing  volume  reg¬ 
ulation  to  raisins  acquired  by  handlers 
on  and  after  February  12.  1957,  would 
not  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  and  that  such  percentages 
should  be  modified  with  respect  thereto. 
This  finding  was  predicated  on  the  fact 
that  it  appeared  not  only  would  the  esti¬ 
mated  season  average  grower  return  for 
all  1956  crop  raisins  exceed  the  estimated 
season  average  parity  price  for  aU  raisins, 
but  also  the  estimated  season  average 
grower  return  for  raisins  of  the  natural 
(sun-dried)  Thompson  Seedless  varietal 
t3rpe  would  exceed  the  equivalent  parity 
price  for  such  raisins.  In  addition,  the 
situation  was  such  that  the  prices  of 
raisins  in  export  outlets  to  which  surplus 
raisins  had  been  allocated,  were  then 
equivalent  to  those  prevailing  for  free 
tonnage  raisins  in  Western  Hemisphere 
outlets  and  hence  were  attracting  free 
tonnage. 

Accordingly,  it  was  provided  in  the 
aforesaid  modification  order  that  for  any 


raisins  of  any  and  all  varietal  types 
(including  the  natural  (sun-dried) 
Thompson  Seedless  varietal  type)  which 
are  acquired  on  and  after  February  12, 
1957,  such  percentages  shall  be:  Free 
tonnage  percentage,  100  percent;  reserve 
tonnage  percentage,  zero  percent;  and 
surplus  tonnage  percentage,  zero  percent. 

It  was  stated  in  the  modification  order 
that  appropriate  action  would  be  taken 
prompt^  as. required  with  respect  to 
reserve  and  surplus  pool  tonnage  raisins 
then  beii^  held  for  the  accoimt  of  the 
Raisin  Administrative  Committee  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  “committee”) 
which  were  set  aside  in  ctmnection  with 
acquisitions  of  raisins  of  the  natural 
(sun-dried)  Thompson  Seedless  varietal 
type  by  handlers  prior  to  the  effective 
time  of  the  modification. 

Based  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  committee  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  and 
determined  that  certain  of  the  provisions 
of  Order  No.  89  and  of  certain  of  the 
provisions  of  the  implementing  orders, 
including  the  administrative  rules  and 
procedures,  as  hereinafter  stated,  will 
not  jtend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  for  the  period  beginning  with 
the  date  of  the  publication  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  in  the  Federal  Register  and  end¬ 
ing  at  12:01  a.  m..  P.  d.  s.  t.,  September 
1,  1957,  and  that  they  should  be  sus¬ 
pended  for  such  period;  also,  that  the 
additional  procedures,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  should  be  established  for  db^sing 
of  the  existing  unsold  reserve  tonnage 
and  surplus  tonnage  raisins  set  aside  in 
connection  with  acquisitions  of  raisins 
by  handlers  prior  to  February  12,  1957. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (e)  of  9  989.66,  the 
last  sentence  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
§989.67,  paragraphs  (b),  (c),  and  (d)  of 
§989.67,  and  §  989.68  of  Order  No.  89 
(20  F.  R.  6435;  21  F.  R.  8182),  paragraph 
(a)  of  §  989.167  and  §  989.168  (other  them 
the  first  sentence)  of  the  Administrative 
Rules  and  Procedures  (21  F.  R. '4800; 
5033),  and  implementing  regulation 
§989.266  (21  F.  R.  7789)  be.  and  they 
hereby  are,  suspended  for  the  period 
beginning  on  the  date  of  the  publication 
of  this  document  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  continuing  to  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  d.  s.  t., 
September  1, 1957. 

If.  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Raisin 
Administrative  Committee,  the  adminis¬ 
trative  agency  for  the  operation  of  Order 
No.  89.  shall  dispose  of  the  unsold  reserve 
and  surplus  pool  tonnages  required  to  be 
set  aside  for  its  account  by  handlers  in 
connection  with  their  acquisitions  of 
raisins  prior  to  February  12,  1957,  and 
maSe  final  liquidations  of  such  pools,  in 
conformity  ^th  the  following  provi¬ 
sions:  ' 

(a)  Reserve  tonnage — (1)  Offer.  On 
the  day  this  document  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (or  if  such  day  should 
be  Saturday,  on  the  following  Monday) 
the  committee  shall  offer  all  of  such 
reserve  tonnage  raisins  to  handlers  at 
$199.10  per  ton.  Each  handler  shall  be 
allowed  10  calendar  days  in  which  to 
purchase  his  share  of  the  offer,  whidT 
share  shall  be  determined  as  the  same 
proportion  of  the  offer  that  the  reserve 
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tonnage  held  by  him  is  of  the  reserve 
tonnage  held  by  all  handlers. 

(2)  Reoffers.  Any  unpurchased  ton¬ 
nage  shall  be  reoffered,  for  a  period  of 
five  business  days,  beginning  on  the  sec¬ 
ond  business  day  after  the  close  of  the 
original  offer.  Handlers  eligible  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  the  first  reoffer  shall  be  those 
who  purchased  100  percent  of  their  re¬ 
spective  shares  of  the  original  offer,  and 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  purchase  equal 
shares  of  the  tonnage  reoffered.  If  there 
should  be  any  unpurchased  tonnsige  re¬ 
maining  after  such  reoffer,  the  commit-  . 
tee  shall  continue  with  reoffers  on  the 
same  basis  as  is  prescribed  for  the  orig¬ 
inal  reoffer  until  the  total  reserve  ton¬ 
nage  has  been  purchased.  In  the'  case 
of  each  reoffer  subsequent  to  the  original 
reoffer,  handlers  eligible  to  purchase 
therefrom  shall  be  those  who  purchased 
all  of  their  respective  shares  of  all  previ¬ 
ous  reoffers,  as  well  as  of  the  original 
offer. 

(b)  Surplus  tonnage — (1)  Special  of^ 
fer.  (i)  Simultaneously  with  its  offer  of 
reserve  tonnage  as  provided  for  in  pwira- 
.  graph  (a)  hereof,  the  ccwnmittee  shall 
offer  5,000  tons  of  the  surplus  tonnage 
raisins  to  handlers  for  disposition  in  any 
marketing  channel  the  same  as  free  ton¬ 
nage  raisins.  Such  offer  shall  be  made 
at  the  same  price  ($199.10  per  ton)  as 
for  the  reserve  tonnage  offer:  Provided, 
That  the  committee  shall  include  in  such 
offer  an  agreement  tq  rebate  $10.00  per 
ton  of  said  purchase  price  of  $199.10  per 
ton  to  any  handler  submitting  proof  of 
sale  and  exportation  to  any  country  out¬ 
side  of  the  Western  Hemisphere  (“West¬ 
ern  Hemisphere”  as  used  herein,  means 
Greenland  and  the  area  east  of  the  Inter¬ 
national  Date  Line  and  west  of  30  degrees 
W.  Longitude)  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
the  offer  and  prior  to  September  1,  1957: 
And  provided  further.  That  eligibility  for 
such  rebate  shall  be  limited  to  a  quantity 
of  raisins  of  the  natural  (sim-dried) 
Thompson  Seedless  varietal  type,  not  in 
exce^  of  the  tonnage  equivalent  of  the 
particular  handler’s  purchase  from  the 
5,000  tons.  Proof  of  such  sale  and  ex¬ 
portation  shall  be  submitted  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  within  20  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  exportation.  Each  handler  shall 
be  allowed  30  calendar  days  in  which  to 
pmchase  his  share  of  such  offer,  which 
share  shall  be  the  same  percentage  of  the 
5,000  tons  as  his  acquirements  of  surplus 
tonnsige  raisins  for  the  period  beginning 
September  1,  1956,  and  ending  February 
11,  1957,  are  of  the  total  acquirements 
of  surplus  tonnage  raisins  by  all  handlers 
during  that  period. 

(ii)  On  the  second  business  day  after 
the  close  of  the  aforementioned  5,000-ton 
offer  of  surplus  tonnage  raisins,  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  reoffer  any  unpurchased 
tonnage  of  such  offer,  for  a  period  of  five 
business  days.  Only  handlers  who  pur¬ 
chased  all  of  their  shares  of  the  offer 
shall  be  eligible  to  participate  in  the  re¬ 
offer.  Their  respective  shares  of  such 
reoffer  shall  be  the  same  percentage  of 
the  reoffered  quantity  as  their  respective 
purchases  of  the  5,000-ton  offer  were  of 
the  total  quantity  of  the  offer  purchased 
by  all  handlers  eligible  to  participate  in 
the  reoffer.  If  any  tonnage  should  re¬ 
main  after  the  initial  reoffer,  subsequent 


reoffers  on  the  same  basis  shall  be  made 
as  necessary  until  all  of  the  5, 000- ton 
offer  has  been  purchased.  In  the  case 
of  each  reoffer  subsequent  to  the  original 
reoffer,  handlers  eligible  to  purchase 
therefrom  shall  be  those  who  purchased 
all  of  their  respective  shares  of  all  pre¬ 
vious  reoffers  as  well  as  of  the  offer,  ^nd 
the  share  of  each  shall  be  the  same  per¬ 
centage  of  the  reoffered  quantity  as  his 
purchases  from  the  offer  and  prior  re¬ 
offers  thereof  are  of  the  total  purchases 
from  the  offer  and  prior  reoffers  by  all 
handlers  eligible  to  participate  in  the 
then  current  reoffer. 

(2)  Offer  of  remainder  of  surplus  ton¬ 
nage.  (i)  On  the  second  business  day 
after  the  close  of  the  initial  offer  of  5,000 
tons  of  surplus  tonnage  raisins,  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  offer  to  handlers,  for  dispo¬ 
sition  in  any  marketing  channel  the 
same  as  free  tonnage  raisins,  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  surplus  pool  tonnage 
raisins  (i.  e.,  the  tonnage  set  aside  by 
handlers  in  connection  with  their  sur¬ 
plus  tonnage  acquisitions  prior,  to  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1957,  and  unsold  on  that  date, 
less  5,000  tons)  at  the  same  price 
($199.10  per  ton)  as  for  the  preceding 
offers  of  reserve  and  surplus  tonnage 
raisins  under  this  document.  Each  han¬ 
dler  shall  be  allowed  10  calendar  days  in 
which  to  purchase  his  share  of  such  offer, 
which  share  shall  be  determined  as  the^ 
same  percentage  of  the  offer  that  the  un¬ 
sold  surplus  tonnage  raisins  (exclusive 
of  any  of  the  quantity  representing  his 
share  of  the  5,000-ton  offer)  held  by  him 
at  the  time  of  the  offer  is  of  the  unsold 
surplus  tonnage  raisins  (exclusive  of  any 
of  the  5,000-ton  offer)  held  by  all  han¬ 
dlers  at  such  time. 

(ii)  Any  unpurchased  tonnage  re¬ 
maining  after  the  close  of  the  initial 
offer  shall  be  reoffered,  for  a  period  of 
five  business  days,  beginning  on  the  sec¬ 
ond  business  day  after  the  close  of  such 
Initial  offer.  Handlers  eligible  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  the  first  reoffer  shall  be  those 
who  purchased  100  percent  of  their  re¬ 
spective  shares  of  the  initial  offer,  and 
each  such  handler  shall  be  permitted  to 
purchase  from  such  reoffered  quantity 
in  proportion  to  his  share  of  the  offer. 
If  there  should  be  any  unpurchased  ton¬ 
nage  remaining  after  such  reoffer,  the 
committee  shall  reoffer  promptly  such 
remaining  quantity  to  all  handlers,  re¬ 
gardless  of  whether  they  purchased  un¬ 
der  the  initial  offer  or  the  first  reoffer, 
on  the  basis  of  the  order  in  which  written 
applications  to  purchase  are  received  by 
it  and  there  shall  be  no  limit,  up  to  the 
quantity  available  for  sale,  which  a  han¬ 
dler  may  purchase. 

(c)  General.  (1)  Whenever  a  han¬ 
dler’s  share  of  surplus  tonnage  raisins 
pursuant  to  this  document  is  less  than 
or  exceeds  his  holdings  of  the  particular 
pool  tonnage  being  offered  or  reoffered 
by  an  amount  smaller  than  one  ton,  the 
committee  may  adjust  the  handler’s 
share  or  allocation  so  as  to  avoid  the 
I  cost  of  physical  transfer  of  raisins. 

(2)  The  committee  shall  pay  the  cost 
of  any  necessary  transfers  of  reserve  or 
'  surplus  tonnage  raisins,  other  than  those 
where  a  handler  releases  his  share  to 
another  handler,  to  the  purchasing  han¬ 
dler  at  prevailing  haulage  rates  for  the/ 


type  of  transportation  and  the  distance 
or  area  involved.  Each  such  cost  shall 
be  considered  as  a  part  of  the  operational 
expenses  of  the  particular  pool  (i.  e., 
reserve  or  surplus)  to  which  it  relates. 

(3)  The  income  from  the  sale  of  re¬ 
serve  tonnage  subsequent  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  document  shall  be  combined 
with  the  income,  if  any,  from  the  sale 
of  reserve  tonnage  prior  to  such  date, 
and  the  income  from  surplus  tonnage 
shall  be  similarly  combing.  Likewise, 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  committee 
in  connection  with  reserve  and  surplus 
tonnage  subsequent  to,  and  prior  to,  the 
effective  date  of  this  document  shall  be 
combined  in  the  same  way.  The  net 
proceeds  from  the  disposition  of  reserve 
and  surplus  tonnage  raisins  shall  be  dis¬ 
tributed  by  the  committee  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  producers,  or  their  successors  in  in¬ 
terest  thereto,  as  provided  in  §  989.66  (g) 
of  Order  No.  89. 

The  actions  taken  herein  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  have  any  of  the  following 
effects  with  respect  to  any  acts  or  trans¬ 
actions  under  this  part  which  took  place 
prior  to  the  effective  time  of  this  docu¬ 
ment:  (a)  Affect  or  waive  any  right, 
duty,  obligation,  or  liability  which  arose 
in  connection  with  any  provision  of 
Order  No.  89,  or  any  implementing  order 
or  regulation  issued  thereunder;  (b)  re¬ 
lease  or  extinguish  any  violation  of  Order 
No.  89  or  any  implementing  order  or 
regulation  issued  thereunder;  or  (c) 
affect  or  impair  any  right  or  remedies  of  | 
the  United  States  of  America,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States, 
the  Raisin  Administrative  Committee,  or 
any  other  person  with  respect  to  any 
such  right,  duty,  obligation,  or  liability 
under  this  part. 

Notice  of  proposed  rule  making,  public 
procedure  thereon,  and  postponement  of 
the  effective  time  of  this  document  later 
than  the  date  of  its  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (see  section  4  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act;  5  U.  S.  C. 
1001  et  seq.)  are  impracticable,  unireaes- 
sary  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

It  has  now  been  determined  that  the 
estimated  season  average  price  for  raisins 
for  the  1956-57  crop  year  will  exceed 
parity,  and  the  provisions  of  this  part 
which  would  prevent  the  pooled  raisins 
now  held  for  the  account  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  from  being  made  available  to  han¬ 
dlers  for  disposition  in  free  tonnage 
outlets  must  be  suspended.  Time  does 
not  permit  such  suspension  action,  and 
the  prescribing  of  provisions' necessary 
for  the  orderly  liquidation  of  the  reserve 
and  surplus  pools,  as  herein  provided,  to 
be  preceded  by  the  aforementioned  rule 
making  actions.  The  demand  and  supply 
situation  is  such  that  it  is  urgent  that 
the  present  pool  tonnage  be  made  avail¬ 
able  immediately  to  meet  market  de¬ 
mands.  This  action  does  not  impose  new 
restrictions  on  handlers.  Notice  was 
given  in  the  order  (22  F.  R.  863)  issued 
on  February  7,  1957,  modifying  the  free, 
reserve,  and  surplus  percentages  that 
action  such  as  that  provided  in  thjs 
document,  would  be  taken  promptly.  In 
these  circumstances,  handlers  should 
need  no  advance  notice  of  this  action. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 


Thursday,  March  21,  1957 

Dated:  March  15,  1957,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  the  date  of  the  publication 
of  this  document  in  the  Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Earl  L.  Butz, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2127;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce 

[Arndt.  190] 

Part  608 — Restricted  Areas 
alterations 

The  restrict^  area  alterations  appear¬ 
ing  hereinafter  have  been  coordinated 
with  the  civil  operators  Involved,  the 
Army,  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force, 
through  the  Air  Coordinating  Commit¬ 
tee,  Airspace  Panel,  and  are  adopted  to 
become  effective  when  indicated  in  order 
to  promote  safety  of  the  flying  public. 
Since  a  military  function  of  the  United 
States  is  involved,  compliance  with  the 
notice,  procedure  and  effective  date, 
provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act  is  not  required. 
Part  608  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  608.27,  the  Deblois,  Maine,  area 
(R^397) ,  amended  on  August  11,  1954,  in 
19  F.  R.  5041,  is  further  amended  by 
changing  the  “Controlling  Agency”  col¬ 
umn  to  read:  “4060th  Refueling  Wing, 
Dow  Air  Force  Base,  Bangor,  Maine”. 

2.  In  §  608.37,  the  Isle  of  Shoals,  New 
Hampshire,  area  (R-96),  amend^  on 
May  4,  1956,  in  21  F.  R.  2977,  is  further 
amended  by  changing  the  “Designated 
Altitudes”  column  to  read:  “18,000  feet 
MSL”. 

3.  In  §  608.54,  the  Camp  Pickett,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  area  (R-44),  amended  on  May  4, 
1956,  in  21  F.  R.  2977,  is  further  amended 
by  changing  the  “Controlling  Agency” 
column  to  read:  “Headquarters,  Second 
U.  S.  Army,  Fort  Meade,  Maryland”. . 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  IT.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  March  15,  1957. 

[seal]  ■  James  T.  Pyle, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2128;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 

TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I— Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6662] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

YARDS  department  STORE  AND  MARK 
PEARLMAN 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.73  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements:  Pur  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.155  Prices:  Compara¬ 
tive;  Fictitious  Marking;  usual  as  re¬ 
duced,  special,  etc.  Subpart— Neglecting, 
unfairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

disclosure:  §  13.1845  Composition:  Pur 
Products  Labeling' Act;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 
Pur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6  38  stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46. 
Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as 
amended;  Sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45, 
69f)  [Cease  and  desist  co'der.  Yards  Depart¬ 
ment  Store  et  al.,  Trenton,  N.  J.,  Docket 
6662,  Mar.  5, 1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  Yards  Department 
Store,  a  Corporation,  and  Mark  Pearl- 
man,  Individually  and  as  Manager  of 
the  Fur  Department  of  Said  Cotpora- 
tion 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  department  store 
in  Trenton,  N.  J.,  and  the  ihanager  of  its 
fur  department  with  violating  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  advertisements 
in  newspapers,  etc.,  which  failed  to  dis¬ 
close  the  names  of  animals  producing 
the  fur  in  certain  fur  products,  which 
priced  products  flctitiously  and  repre¬ 
sented  regular  prices  as  reduced  there¬ 
from,  and  which  used  comparative  prices 
not  based  on  current  market  values;  and 
by  failing  to  maintain  adequate  records 
on  which  such  representations  were 
based. 

Following  entry  of  an  agreement  con¬ 
taining  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  made  his  initial  decision  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist  which  became 
on  March  5,  1957,  the  decision  of  the 
Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It'  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
Yards  Department  Store,  a  corporation, 
and  its  ofBcers,  and  Mark  Perlman, 
individually  and  as  Manager  of  the  Fur 
Department  of  said  corporation,  and 
their  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  introduction  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  advertising,  or  offering  for  sale  in 
commerce,  or  the  transportation  or  dis¬ 
tribution  in  commerce,  of  any  fur 
product,  or  in  connection  with  the  sale, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  transporta¬ 
tion,  or  distribution  of  any  fur  product 
which  is  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  has  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce,”  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  deflned  in  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising  fur 
products  through  the  use  of  any  adver¬ 
tisement,  representation,  public  an¬ 
nouncement,  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products,  and  which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  or  names 
of  the  animal  or  animals  producing  the 
fur  or  furs  contained  in  the  fur  products 
as  set  forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name 
Guide  and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules 
and  regulations. 

2.  Represents  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion  that  the  regular  or  usual  price  of 
any  fur  product  is  any  amount  which 
is  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which  the 
respondents  have  usually  and  customar- 
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ily  sold  such  products  in  the  recent 
regular  course  of  their  business. 

3.  Makes  use  of  comparative  prices  or 
percentage  savings  claims  unless  such 
compared  prices  or  claims  are  based 
upon  the  current  market  value  of  the  fur 
product  or  upon  a  bona  flde  compared 
price  at  a  designated  time. 

4.  Makes  price  claims  and  representa¬ 
tions  of  the  type  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graphs  2  and  3  above,  unless  there  is 
maintained  by  respondents  full  and  ade¬ 
quate  records  disclosing  the  facts  upon 
which  such  claims  or  representations  are 
based. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  March  5, 1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2152;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Docket  6667] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

montamower  co.  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.140  Old,  reclaimed,  or 
reused  as  new.  Subpart — Neglecting,  un¬ 
fairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 
disclosure:  §  13.1880  Old,  used,  re¬ 
claimed,  or  reused  as  unused  or  new. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5.  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
IT.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  The 
MontaMower  Company  et  al..  Traverse  City, 
Mich.,  Docket  6667,  Mar.  7.  1957] 

In  the  Matter  of  The  Montamower  Com¬ 
pany,  a  Corporation;  Hubert  H. 
Montague,  Gerald  T.  Montague  and 
Velma  Montague  Individually  and  as 
Officers  of  Said  Corporation;  and  Her¬ 
bert  B.  Montague,  Trading  as  Monta- 
Mower  Distributing  Company 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  the  corporate 
manufacturer  and  the  distributor  in 
Traverse  City,  Mich.,  of  a  grass-cutting 
device  designated  “MontaMower”  with 
representing  that  lawn  mowers  which 
were  used  or  reconditioned  or  which  con¬ 
tained  secondhand  parts  were  new  or 
unused,  among  other  things. 

A  consent  order  disposing  of  the  issues 
as  to  the  distributor  respondent  was 
entered  February.  14,  1957,  22  F.  R.  1329. 

Following  entry  of  an  agreement  for 
a  consent  order  signed  by  said  manu¬ 
facturer,  the  hearing  examiner  made  his 
initial  decision  and  order  to  cease  and 
desist  which  became  on  March  7  the 
decision  of  the  Commission. 
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The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  The 
MontaMower  Company,  a  corporation, 

'  and  its  officers:  respondents  Hubert  H. 
Montague,  Gerald  T.  Montague  and 
Velma  Montague.  Individually  and  as 
officers  of  respondent  The  Monta¬ 
Mower  Company;  and  respondents' 
agents,  employees  or  representatives, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  or  in  connection  with  the 
offering  for  sale,  sale  or  distribution  in 
commerce  (as  commerce  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act)  of  lawn 
mowers  now  designated  as  MontaMower 
or  any  other  lawn  mower  or  grass- 
cutting  device,  by  the  same  or  any  other 
name,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication.  that  used  or  reconditioned 
lawn  mowers,  or  mowers  made  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  used,  second-hand  or  re¬ 
conditioned  parts  of  materials,  are  new 
or  unused,  or  are  made  of  new  or  un¬ 
used  parts  or  materials. 

2.  Advertising,  offering  for  sale  or 
selling  any  lawn  mowers  which  have  been 
used,  or  which  contain  parts  or  materials 
which  have  been  used,  without  disclos¬ 
ing  to  the  purchaser  or  potential  pur¬ 
chaser.  by  a  clear  and  conspicuous  state¬ 
ment  in  advertising  and  sales  promotion 
matter  and  on  the  product  and  the  con¬ 
tainer  in  which  it  is  shipped  and  de¬ 
livered.  that  the  product  is  used  or  not 
new.  or  that  it  contains  parts  or  ma¬ 
terials  which  have  been  used  or  which 
are  not  new. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  re¬ 
port  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  The 
MontaMower  Company,  a  corporation, 
and  respondents  Hubert  H.  Montague, 
Gerald  T.  Montague  and  Velma  Monta¬ 
gue,  individually  and  as  officers  of  re¬ 
spondent  The  MontaMower  Company, 
shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  they  have  complied  with  the  or¬ 
der  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  March  7,  1957. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2153;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 

TITLE  37— PATENTS,  TRADE¬ 
MARKS,  AND  COPYRIGHTS 

Chapter  I— Patent  Office,  Department 
of  Commerce 

Swbckapler  A — Patents 

Part  1 — ^Rules  or  Practice  in  Patent 
Cases 

PATENT  AND  MISCELLANEOUS  FEES  AND 
CHARGES 

The  following  amendment  is  made,  to 
take  effect  thirty  days  after  publication 


in  the  Federal  Register.  Notice  and 
public  procedure  are  deemed  unneces¬ 
sary  as  the  change  relates  to  a  minor 
fee  item. 

Item  (g)  of  S  1.21  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows;  . 

(g)  For  translations  from  foreign  lan¬ 
guages  into  English,  made  only 
of  references  cited  in  applica¬ 
tions  or  of  papers  filed  in  the 
Patent  OfDce  insofar  as  facilities 
may  be  available: 

Written  translations,  for  every  100 
words  of  the  original  language, 

or  fraction  ther^f _ $3. 00 

Oral  translations  (dictation  or  as¬ 
sistance)  ,  for  each  one-half  hour 
or  fraction  thereof  that  service  is 
rendered:. _ -  4. 00 

(66  Stat.  793;  ^5  U.  S.  O.  6.  Interprets  or  ap- 
pUes  sec.  1.  66  Stat.  796;  35  U.  S.  C.  41) 

Dated;  March  14.  1957. 


Robert  C.  Watson, 
Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Approved: 

Sinclair  Weeks, 

Secretary  of  Commerqe. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2166;  Piled.  Mar.  20.  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 

title  44— public  PROPERTY 
AND  WORKS 

Chapter  1 — General  Services 
Administration 

[Arndt.  1] 

Part  99 — Stock  Piling  of  Strategic  and 
Critical  Materials 

FLUORSPAR  regulation:  ACID  GRADE  FLUOR¬ 
SPAR  PURCHASE  program;  specifications 
AND  PRICE 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  provided  by 
delegation  of  authority  dated  July  31, 
1956,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
(21  F.  R.  5872)  General  Services  Admin¬ 
istration  regulation  entitled  “Fluorspar 


Regulation:  Acid  Grade  Fluorspar  Pur¬ 
chase  Program”  is  amended  by  changing 
§  99.404,  from  the  beginning  of  said  sec¬ 
tion  through  paragraph  (a)  thereof,  to 
read  as  follows: 

i 99.404  Specifications  and  price. 
(a)  Fluorspar  to  be  purchased  under  this 
program  shall  meet  one  of  the  following 
specifications: 

(1)  Hydrofluoric  Acid  Grade  or  Cry¬ 
olite  Grade — the  chemical  and  physical 
requirements  set  forth  in  National 
Stockpile  Specification  P-69a  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1952,  c(^ies  of  which  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  to  the  Commissioner, 
Defense  Materials  Service,  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration,  Washington  25, 
D.  C. 

(2)  Cryolite  Grade  (alternative  speci¬ 
fication)— the  physical  requirements  of 
said  National  Stockpile  Specification 
P-69a  and  the  following  chemical  re¬ 
quirements: 

Percent  hy 
weight 
(dry  basis) 

Calcium  Fluoride  (CaF,)  (minimum).  97.00 

Silica  (SlOj)  (maxlmxun) _  1, 10 

Sulphur  (S)  (as  sulphide  and/or  free 
sulphur)  (maximum) _ 0.10 

Fluorspar  containing  less  than  97  per¬ 
cent  calcium  fluoride  by  weight  (dry 
basis)  is  not  acceptable  imder  this  al¬ 
ternative  specification  for  cryolite  grade 
fluorspar. 

(Sec.  4,  70  Stat.  580;  50  U.  S.  C.  App.  2193. 
Interprets  or  applies  sec.  2,  70  Stat.  579;  50 
U.  S.  C.  App.  2191) 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  as 
of  January  14,  1957. 

Dated:  February  28, 1957. 

Franklin  G.  Floete, 

•  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

Approved:  March  14,  1957. 

F.  E.  WORMSER, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2163;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[21  CFR  Part  1201 

•  » 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Toler¬ 
ances  FOR  Pesticide  Chemicals  in  or 
ON  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  PETITION  FOR  ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT  OF  TOLERANCES  FOR  RESIDUES 
OF  SODIUM  2,2-DICHLOROPROPIONATE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408  (d)  (1) .  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a 
(d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  The  Dow 
Chemical  Company,  Midland,  Michigan, 
proixislng  the  establishment  of  tolerances 
for  residues  of  sodium  2,2-dichloropro- 


pionate,  as  2,2-dichloropropionic  acid,  as 
follows:  3  parts  per  million  in  or  on  pine¬ 
apple  and  grapes;  10  parts  per  million 
in  or  on  potatoes. 

The  anahrtical  methods  proposed  in 
the  petition  for  determining  residues  of 
sodium  2,2-dichloropropionate  as  2,2-di¬ 
chloropropionic  acid  are  modifications  of 
the  methods  described  in  the  Notice  of 
Filing  of  Petition  for  Establishment  of 
Tolerance  for  Residues  of  Sodium  2,2-di¬ 
chloropropionate  which  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  29,  1956, 
page  9329. 

Dated:  March  15, 1957. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2U1;  Hied,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 
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Thursday,  March  21,  1957 


[21  CFR  Part  1201 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Tol¬ 
erances  FOX'  Pesticide  Chemicals  in 
OR  ON  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 

kotice  op  filing  of  petition  for  estab¬ 
lishment  OF  tolerances  for  residues 

OF  0,0-DIETHYL  O- (R-ISOPROPYL-A- 
METHYL  -  6  -  PYRIMIDINYL)  -PHOSPHORO- 
THIOATE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408  (d)  (1).  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C.  346a 
(d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  Greigy 
Agricultural  Chemicals,  P.  O.  Box  430, 
Yonkers,  New  York,  proposing  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  tolerance  of  1  part  per 
million  for  residues  of  0,0-diethyl  O- 
•  (2  -  isopropyl-4-methyl-6-pyrimidinyl)  - 
phosphorothioate  in  or  on  the  following 
raw  agricultural  commodities:  Apples, 
cherries,  pears. 

The  analytical  methods  proposed  in 
the  petition  for  determining  residues 
of  O.O-diethyl  0-(2-isopropyl-4-methyl- 
6-pyrimidinyl) -phosphorothioate  are  as 
follows: 

1.  The  method  published  in  Zeitschrift 
fur  Analytische  Chemie  (Munich),  Vol¬ 
ume  147,  pages  173-183  (1955). 

2.  A  method  whereby  O.O-diethyl 

0-( 2-isopropyl  -  4  -  methyl  -  6  -  pyrimi- 
dinyl)  -phosphorothioate  is  extracted 
from  the  crop  with  petroleunj.  ether, 
soluble  phosphates  are  removed  with 
water,  the  remaining  O.O-diethyl  0-(2- 
isopropyl  -  4  -  methyl  -  6  -  psrrimidinyl)  - 
phosphorothioate  is  hydrolyzed,  and 
phosphorus  is  determined  by  the  molyb¬ 
denum  blue  reaction,  reported  in  The 
Biochemical  Journal  (London),  Volume 
32.  pages  295-298  ( 1938 ) .  . 

3.  A  cholinesterase  inhibition  proce¬ 
dure  described  in: 

a.  H.  O.  Fallscheer  and  J.  W.  Cook, 
Journal  of  the  Association  of  OfBcial 
Agricultural  Chemists,  Volume  39,  page 
691  (1956). 

b.  J.  W.  Cook,  Ibid.,  Volume  37,  page 
561  (1954). 

Dated :  March  15, 1957. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

‘Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2132;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  1201 

Tolerances  and  Exemptions  From  Tol¬ 
erances  FOR  Pesticide  Chemicals  in  or 
ON  Raw  Agricultural  Commodities 

NOTICE  OF  filing  OF  PETITION  FOR  ESTAB¬ 
LISHMENT  OF  TOLERANCE  FOR  RESIDUES  OF 
SODIUM  O-PHENYLPHENATE  IN  OR  ON 
PINEAPPLE 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408  (d)  (1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.  S.  C. 
346a  (d)  (1)),  the  following  notice  is 
issued: 

A  petition  has  been  filed  by  The  Dow 
Chemical  Company,  Midland,  Michigan, 
proposing  the  establishment  of  a  toler¬ 


ance  of  10  parts  per  million  for  residues 
of  sodium  o-phenylphenate,  determined 
as  orthophenylphenol,  in  or  on  pine¬ 
apple. 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of 
orthophenylphenol  is  as  follows:  An 
acidified  sample  of  pineapple  is  steam 
distilled.  The  distillate  is  allowed  to  re¬ 
act  with  4-aminoantipyrine  in  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  alkaline  ferricyanide  to  form  a 
purplish-red  antipyrine  dye  which  is 
measured  colorimetrically. 

Reference:  Gtottlieb,  S.,  and  Marsh, 
P.  B.,  Industrial  and  Engineering  Chem¬ 
istry,  Analytical  Eldition,  Volume  18,  page 
16  (1946). 

Dated:  March  15, 1957. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2133;  Piled,  Mar.- 20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  125  1 

Label  Statements  Concerning  Dietary 
Properties  of  Food'  Purporting  to  be 
OR  Represented  for  Special  Dietary 
Uses 

NOTICE  extending  TIME  IN  WHICH  TO  FILE 
VIEWS  AND  COMMENTS  ON  PROPOSAL  TO 
AMEND  LABEL  STATEMENT  REGULATIONS 
CONCERNING  NIACIN  AND  RIBOFLAVIN 

Requests  have  been  received  for  a  30- 
day  extension  of  time  in  which  to  file 
views  and  comments  on  the  proposal  to 
amend  the  regulations  concerning  label 
statements  with  respect  to  niacin  and 
ribofiavin  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  16.  1957 
(22  F.  R.  986).  The  requests  set  forth 
reasonable  grounds  for  such  extension. 

In  exercise  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  403  (j),  701,  52  Stat. 
1048,  1055,  as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  341, 
371)  and  delegated  to  him  (22  F.  R. 
1045),  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  hereby  extends  until  April  16, 
1957,  the  time  for  filing  views  and  com¬ 
ments  on  the  above-identified  proposal. 

Dated:  March  15,  1957. 

[seal]  John  L.  Harvey, 

Deputy  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2130;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  2501 

General  Rules  and  Regulations,  Pubuc 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  op 
1935 

EXEMPTION  OF  SMALL  HOLDING  COMPANY 

systems;  proposed  rescission 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission,  act¬ 


ing  pursuant  to  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“act"),  particularly  sections 
3  (a),  3  (d)  and  20  (a)  thereof,  and 
deeming  such  action  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors  or  consumers,  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  by  its  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation  to  rescind  §  260.9 
of'  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
imder  the  act. 

Rule  U-9  purports  to  exempt  from  all 
the  provisions  of  the  act  and  rules  there¬ 
under  (except  as  to  certain  acquisitions 
of  securities  of  any  public  utility  or  hold¬ 
ing  company  or  of  any  utility  assets) 
any  holding  company  system  if  the  net 
book  value  of  its,  utility  assets  does  not 
exceed  $1,000,000  or  did  not  exceed  $1.- 
000,000  at  December  31,  1946,  or  if  its 
gross  utility  revenues  (excluding  inter¬ 
company  sales)  for  the  preceding  calen¬ 
dar  year  did  not  exceed  $350,000. 

The  Division  has  advis^  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  its  reexamination  of  Rule  U-9 
and  of  the  Commission’s  experience  with 
it  indicates  that  the  rule  is  no  longer 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
or  consumers.  Among  the  reasons  which 
have  been  advanced  for  the  rescission  of 
the  rule  are  (1)  the  doubtful  authority 
under  the  act  for  a  rule  which  purports 
to  exempt  holding  companies  as  such 
solely  because  of  small  size;  and  (2)  the 
Inclusion  in  Rule  U-9  of  the  provision 
purporting  to  grant  an  exemption  to  any 
holding  company  system  whose  net  book 
value  of  utility  assets  did  not  exceed 
$1,000,000  at  December  31,  1946.  The 
effect  of  the  December  31,  1946  cut-off 
date  is  that  a  holding  company  system 
whose  net  book  value  of  utility  assets  did 
not  exceed  $1,000,000  at  December  31, 
1946,  or  a  holding  company  system 
which  was  not  even  in  existence  on  that 
date,  can  claim  exemption  from  the  act 
pursuant  to  Rule  U-9,  however  large 
such  system  may  be  at  the  present  time. ' 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  data,  views  and  comments  on 
this  proposal  in  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  on  or  before  April 
30. 1957.  In  its  consideration  of  the  pro¬ 
posal.  the  Commission  will  welcome  and 
consider  any  suggestions  looking  toward 
the  promulgation  of  a  new  rule  which 
would,  because  of  the  small  size  of  the 
holding  company  systems  involved,  af¬ 
ford  an  exemption  pursuant  to  section  3 
(d)*  of  the  act  to  any  specified  class  or 
classes  of  persons  from  the  obligations, 
duties  or  liabilities  imposed  upon  them  as 
subsidiaries  of  holding  companies.  Ex¬ 
cept  where  it  Is  requested  that  such  a 
communication  not  be  disclosed,  it  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection.  All  cor¬ 
respondence  in  connection  with  this  pro¬ 
posal  should  refer  to  the  above  file 
number. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

March  13, 1957. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2154;  Plied,  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Managomont 

(Claatlflcatlon  Order  113] 

Alaska 

SMALL  TRACT  CLASSIFICATION 

March  14,  1957. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
ki  the  act  of  June  1.  1938  (52  Stat.  609; 
43  U.  S.  C.  682a)  as  amended  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  Delegation  of  Authority  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  2.9  Order  No.  541  of 
April  21.  1954.  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment.  it  is  ordered  as  follows : 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
public  lands  hereinafter  described,  which 
are  situated  in  the  Anchorage.  Alaska 
Land  District,  are  hereby  classified  as 
chiefly  valuable  (or  recreation  site  pur- 
IDpses.  as  hereinafter  indicated,  for  lease 
and  sale  imder  the  Small  Tract  Act  of 
June  1. 1938.  supra: 

Palmss  Abka — WoLvuiME  Laks  Unit 
For  Lease  and  Sale 

For  recreation  sites; 

U.  S.  Survey  3527  (Pending  Survey) ,  those 
portions  designated  as  Tracts  1-7.  9-26  as 
shown  on  preliminary  map  on  file  In  the 
Cadastral  Engineering  Office. 

25  tracts  aggregating  approximately 
120.6  acres. 

2.  The  classification  of  the  above- 
described  lands  segregates  them  from  all 
appropriations,  including  locations  under 
the  mining  laws,  except  as  to  applica¬ 
tions  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  and 
applications  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

3.  Wolverine  Lake  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  53  miles  northeast  of  Anchorage 
and  approximately  7^*  miles  northeast 
of  Palmer.  The  lake  is  reached  from 
the  Glenn  Highway  by  turning  off  on 
the  Lazy  Mountain  Road  and  proceeding 
northeasterly.  The  last  4  miles  of 
the  road  consists  of  a  privately  built 
and  unmaintained  dirt  road.  This  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  road  is  passable  only  under 
the  most  favorable  weather  conditions. 

The  area  is  not  presently  served  with 
any  form  of  electrical  energy  and  none 
is  contemplated  in  the  near  future.  The 
area  surrounding  the  lake  on  which  the 
tracts  are  located  is  covered  by  a  mature^ 
stand  of  birch  and  cottonwood  trees. 
The  lands  are  generally  well  drained  and 
are  suitable  for  small  tract  cabin  sites. 

4.  The  individual  tracts  vary  in  size 
from  2.0  to  5.9  acres.  A  preliminary  map 
showing  the  location  of  each  tract  can 
be  seen  in  the  Cadastral  Engineering 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Hanver  Building,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 
Brochures  which  describe  the  area  and 
contain  sketch  maps  of  the  proposed 
platting  of  the  small  tracts  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  free  of  charge  from  the  Manager. 
Anchorage  Land  Office,  Anchorage, 
Alaska.  The  appraised  values  of  the 
tracts  vary  from  $100  to  $200  per  lot  as 
shown  below.  The  price  of  the  tracts 
will  be  their  appraised  value  or  the  cost 
of  survey,  whichever  is  higher.  It  is 


estimated  that  survey  cost  will  approxi¬ 
mate  $200  per  tract. 

As  shown  below  on  the  Appraisal 
Schedule,  some  of  the  tracts  are  subject 
to  a  right-of-way  easement  for  road  and 
public  utility  purposes.  These  consist  of 
a  50  foot  strip  on  the  side  of  the  tract  as 
designated.  Leases  and  subsequent  pat¬ 
ents,  if  issued,  will  note  the  existence  of 
this  easement. 


Appraisal  ScHEDn.K— Wolverive  Lake 


Tract 

No. 

Approx. 

acreage 

Ease¬ 
ments  * 

Ap- 

praised 

price 

Lease 

rental 

2  years 

Total 

adjusted 

price 

1 

6.9 

None 

*200.50 

.  $20 

*200 

2 

6.1 

N 

178.50 

20 

180 

3 

6.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

4 

6.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

5 

5.1 

N 

178.00 

20 

180 

fi 

6.1 

N 

178.50 

20 

ISO 

7 

*8 

6.1 

N 

178.50 

20 

180 

» 

6.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

10 

5.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

11 

5.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

12 

6.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

13 

5.0 

N 

175.00 

20 

180 

14 

2.0 

None 

100.00 

20 

100 

15 

3.5 

•  None 

122.50 

20 

120 

10 

4.0 

None 

140.00 

20 

140 

17 

6.0 

S 

175.00 

20 

180 

18 

6.0 

S 

175.00 

20 

180 

19 

4.4 

S 

154.00 

20 

KiO 

20 

4.5 

s 

161.00 

20 

160 

21 

4.8 

s 

168.00 

20 

160 

22 

5.2 

s 

182.00 

20 

ISO 

23 

5.0 

s 

175.00 

20 

180 

24 

5.0 

8 

175.00 

20 

180 

25 

5.0 

S 

175.00 

20 

180 

20 

5.9 

None 

206.50 

20 

200 

I  A  50-foot  easement  alopg  side  indicated. 
*  Public  Service  site. 


5.  Leases  will  be  issued  for  a  term  of 
two  years  and  will  contain  an  option  to 
purchase  in  accordance  with  43  CFR 
257J.3  (CTircular  1899).  Lessees  who 
comply  with  the  general  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  their  leases  will  be  permitted 
to  purchase  their  tracts  at  the  prices 
listed  above,  or  the  cost  of  survey  which¬ 
ever  is  higher,  at  any  time  during  the 
term  of  their  leases  providing  that  they 
have  either  (a)  constructed  the  improve¬ 
ments  specified  in  paragraph  6  -or  (b) 
filed  a  copy  of  an  agreement  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  43  CFR  257.13  (d) .  Lesises  will 
not  be  renewable  unless  failure  to  con¬ 
struct  the  required  improvements  is 
justified  under  the  circumstances  and 
nonrenewal  would  work  an  extreme 
hardship  on  the  lessee. 

6.  To  maintain  their  rights  under  their 
leases,  lessees  will  be  required  to  either 
(a)  construct  substantial  improvements 
on  their  lands  or  (b)  file  a  copy  of  an 
agreement  with  their  neighbors  binding 
them  to  construct  substantial  improve¬ 
ments  on  their  lands.  Such  improve¬ 
ments  must  conform  with  health,  sani¬ 
tation,  and  construction  requirements  of 
local  ordinances  and  must,  in  addition, 
meet  at  least  the  following  minimum 
standards.  The  house  must  be  of  sound 
construction  suitable  for  occasional  resi^ 
dence,  be  on  a  permanent  foundation, 
contain  at  least  120  square  feet  of  floor 
space  (outside  measure),  and  contain  a 
minimum  of  one  door  and  one  window. 
The  house  must  be  built  in  a  workmanlike 
manner  out  of  attractive  materials  prop¬ 


erly  finished.  Adequate  disposal  and 
sanitary  facilities  must  be  installed. 

7.  Beginning  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  March 
27,  1957  the  lands  will  be  open  for  filing 
of  drawing-entry  cards  (Form  4-775) 
only  by  persons  entitled  to  veterans’ 
preference.  In  brief,  persons  entitled 
to  such  preference  are  (a)  honorably 
discharged  veterans  who  served  in  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  for  a 
period  of  at  least  90  days  after  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1940,  (b)  surviving  spouse  or 
minor  orphan  children  of  such  veter¬ 
ans  through  a  legally  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative,  and  (c)  with  the  consent  of 
the  veteran,  the  spouse. of  living  veter¬ 
ans.  The  90-day  requirement  does  not 
apply  to  veterans  who  were  discharged 
on  accoimt  of  wounds  or  disability  in¬ 
curred  in  the  line  of  duty  or  the  sur¬ 
viving  spouse  or  minor  children  of  vet¬ 
erans  killed  in  the  line  of  duty.  Draw¬ 
ing-entry  cards  (Form  4-775)  are  avail¬ 
able  upon  request  from  the  Manager; 
Anchorage  Land  Office,  Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

Drawing-entry  cards  will  be  accepted 
if  filled  out  in  compliance  with  the  in¬ 
structions  on  the  form  and  submitted  to 
the  above-named  official  prior  to  10:00 
a.  m.  on  April  17,  1957.  A  drawing  will 
be  held  on  that  date  to  select  the  suc¬ 
cessful  entrants  who  will  be  sent  copies  of 
the  lease  form.  Form  4-776,  with  instruc¬ 
tions  as  to  their  execution  and  return 
and  as  to  i>ayment  of  fees  and  rentals. 
All  entrants  will  be  notified  of  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  drawing. 

For  a  period  of  91  days  or  until  the 
close  of  business  on  July  16,  1957,  any 
tracts  remaining  unappropriated  will  be 
subject  to  filing  in  the  order  received 
by  qualified  veteran  applicants.  Such 
filings  will  be  executed  upon  the  lease 
form.  Form  4-776. 

During  the  21  day  period  extending 
between  10:00  a.  m.  on  June  26,  1957  and 
July  17,  1957,  drawing-entry  cards  will 
be  accepted  from  the  general  public  on 
any  unappropriated  parcels  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  land,  however,  dining  this  21  day 
period  veteran  priority  rights  still  pre¬ 
vail.  A  drawing  will  be  held  at  10:00 
a.  m.on  July  17,  1957  to  select  successful 
entrants,  after  w'hich  the  unappropriated 
portions  of  the  subject  land  will  be  open 
to  application  under  this  classification 
in  order  of  filing.  All  entrants  will  be 
notified  of  the  results  of  the  drawing 
and  successful  entrants  will  be  sent 
copies  of  the  lease  forms  with  instruc¬ 
tions  as  to  their  execution.  Persons 
claiming  veterans’  preference  rights 
must  enclose  with  their  applications , 
proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval  serv¬ 
ice,  preferably  a  complete  photostatic 
copy  of  the  certificate  of  honorable 
discharge. 

The  filing  of  the  lease  form.  Form 
4-776,  must  be  accompanied  by  a  filing 
fee  of  $10.00  plus  the  advance  rental 
specified  above.  The  suivance  rental  for 
residence  sites  is  determined  as  being  a 
sum  which  amounts  to  1/20  of  the 
appraised  value  of  the  land  for  each  of 
two  years  under  lease,  however,  the 
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minimum  rental  will  be  $10.00  per  tract 
per  year.  The  advance  rental  for  any 
unexpired  full  lease  year,  if  any,  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  filing  of  the  application  to 
purchase,  will  be  subtracted  from  the 
sale  price  of  the  land  as  shown  above. 
Failure  to  transmit  the  filing  fee  and 
the  advance  rental  with  the  application 
will  render  the  application  invalid.  Ad¬ 
vance  rentals  will  be  returned  to  un¬ 
successful  applicants.  All  filing  fees 
will  be  retained  by  the  United  States. 

8.  All  valid  applications  filed  prior  to 
February  4,  1935  will  be  granted  the 
preference  right  provided  for  by  43  CFR 
257.5  (a). 

Roger  R.  Robinson, 
Operations  Supervisor. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2183;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


Oregon 

ORDER  providing  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 
land;  correction 

March  11,  1957. 

Notice  of  the  opening  of  public  lands 
from  Power  Site  Classification  No.  276, 
Oregon,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  February  28,  1957  (P.  R.  Doc. 
57-1502)  is  corrected  in  paragraph  5  a 
(3),  by  inserting  June  25,  1957,  in  lieu 
of  June  27,  1957. 

Virgil  T.  Heath, 
State  Supervisor. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  57-2135;  Filed.  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


Oregon 

restoration  order  under  federal  power 

ACT 

March  12,  1957. 

Pursuant  to  Determination  No.  DA-433 
Oregon,  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  and  in  accordance  with  Order  No. 
541.  section  2.5,  of  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  approved  April 
21, 1954  (19  F.  R.  2473) ,  as  amended,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows; 

1.  The  lands  hereinafter  described,  so 
far  as  they  are  withdrawn  and  reserved 
for  power  purposes  in  Power  Site  Reserve 
No.  94  created  December  30,  1909,  and 
made  permanent  by  Executive  Order  of 
July  2,  1910,  are  hereby  restored  to 
disposition  under  applicable  public  land 
laws  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  of  June  20, 
1920  (41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.  S.  C.  818),  as 
amended. 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

T.  6  S..  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  18:  EV^NWVi. 

T.  7  S  R  3  C 

Sec.’  6:  Lots  1,  3  SE‘4NE»4.  SE>/4NW>/4, 
EV4SWV4,  SE»4. 

479.75  acres. 

2.  The  lands  described  in  paragraph  1 
shall  be  subject  to  application  by  the 
State  of  Oregon  for  a  period  of  90  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  or  the  order 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  right  of  way 
for  public  highways  or  as  a  source  of 


material  for  construction  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  such  highways,  in  accordance 
with  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
section  24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  special  stipulation 
provided  in  paragraph  1. 

3.  (a)  The  lands  described  as 
NW»/4  Sec.  18,  T.  6  S.,  R.  3  E.,  and 
VfViSEVt,  SEy4SEy4  see.  6.  T;  7.  S.,  R.  3 
E.,  W.  M.  have  been  classified  for  recrea¬ 
tional  purposes  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
June  14, 1926  (44  Stat.  741),  as  amended 
by  the  act  of  Jime  4,  1954  (68  Stat.  173; 
43  U.  S.  C.  869),  under  authority  of  sec¬ 
tion  7,  of  the  act  of  June  28.  1934,  as 
amended.  This  classification  segregates 
the  land  from  all  appropriations  includ¬ 
ing  locations  under  the  mining  laws. 

(b)  The  lands  released  from  with¬ 
drawal  by  this  order  and  classified  for 
recreational  purposes  shall  not. become 
subject  to  the  initiation  of  any  rights  or 
to  any  disposition  under  any  other  pub¬ 
lic  land  laws  imtil  it  is  so  provided  by  an 
order  of  classification  to  be  issued  by  an 
authorized  officer  opening  the  lands  to 
application  under  the  Small  Tract  Act  of 
June  1.  1938  (52  Stat.  609;  43  U.  S.  C. 
682a) .  as  amended,  or  other  appropriate 
public  land  laws,  with  a  ninety-one  day 
preference  right  period  for  filing  such 
applications  by  veterans  of  World  War  n 
and  other  qualified  persons  entitled  to 
preference  imder  the  act  of  September 
27,  1944  (58  Stat.  497;  43  U.  S.  C.  279- 
284),  as  amended. 

4.  The  lands  described  as  Lots  1,  3, 
SEy4NEy4.  SEy4Nwy4.  EV'2Swy4,  NEy4 
SEVi  Sec.  6,  T.  7  S.,  R.  3  E.,  W.  M.,  con¬ 
taining  279.75  acres,  lie  adjacent  to  both 
sides  of  the  Molalla  River  approximately 
7  to  11  miles  southeast  of  Molalla,  Ore¬ 
gon.  They  are  rough  and  mountainous, 
with  a  shallow  clay  loam  freely  mixed 
with  rock.  The  vegetative  cover  con¬ 
sists  of  mostly  second  growth  Douglas 
fir.  hemlock  and  western  red  cedar  trees 
with  value  for  the  present  stand  of 
timber  and  timber  reproduction. 

5.  No  application  will  be  allowed  under 
the  Homestead,  Desert  Land,  Small 
Tract,  or  other  nonmineral  public  land 
laws  unless  the  lands  have  already  been 
classified  as  valuable  or  suitable  for  such 
type  of  application  or  shall  be  so  classi¬ 
fied  upon  consideration  of  an  applica¬ 
tion.  Any  application  that  is  filed  will 
be  considered  on  its  merits.  The  lands 
will  not  be  sv^bject  to  occupancy  or  dis¬ 
position  imtil  they  have  been  classified. 
Any  disposition  of  the  land  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  and  conditions  of 
paragraph  1. 

6.  Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  laws, 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  4  are 
hereby  opened  to  filing  of  applications, 
selections,  and  locations  in  accordance 
with  the  following: 

(a)  Applications  and  selections  under 
the  nonmineral  public  land  laws  may  be 
presented  to  the  Manager  mentioned  be¬ 
low,  beginning  on  the  date  of  the  order. 
Such  applications,  selections,  and  offers 
will  be  considered  as  filed  nn  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  Tor  the  vari¬ 
ous  classes  enumerated  in  the  following 
paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights. 


preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  al¬ 
lowance  and  confirmation  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  in  support 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  applications 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be 
subject  to  the  applications  and  claiilis 
mentioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  the 
Homestead,  Desert  Land,  and  Small 
Tract  Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of 
World  War  H  or  the  Korean  Conflict, 
and  by  others  entitled  to  preference 
rights  under  the  act  of  September  27, 
1944  (58  Stat.  747;  USC  279-284)  as 
amended,  presented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m. 
on  April  18,  1957,  will  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  hour. 
Rights  under  such  preference  rights 
filed  after  that  hour  and  before  10:00 
a.  m.  on  July  18,  1957,  will  be  governed 
by  the  time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  under  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coining  under 
paragraphs  (1)  |md  (2)  above,  presented  ^ 
prior  to  10:00  a7m.  on  July  18,  1957,  will 
be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  hour.  Rights  under  such  applica¬ 
tions  and  selections  filed  after  that  hour 
will  be  governed  by  the  time  of  filing. 

(b)  The  lands  have  been  open  to  en¬ 
try  and  location  under  the  United  States 
Mining  Laws,  pursuant  to  the  act  of 
August  11,  1955  (69  Stat.  683;  30  U.  S.  C. 
621)  and  applications  and  offers  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

7.  Persons  claiming  veteran’s  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  under  paragraph  6  (a)  (2) 
above  must  enclose  with  their  applica¬ 
tions  proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photo¬ 
static  copy  of  the  certificate  of  honorable 
discharge.  Persons  claiming  preference 
rights  based  on  settlement,  statutory 
preference,  or  equitable  claims  must  en¬ 
close  properly  corroborated  statements 
in  support  of  their  applications  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  governing 
applications  which  may  be  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  order  can  be  found  in  Title 
43  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

8.  Inquiry  concerning  the  above  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  Manager,  Land 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1001  N.  E.  Uoyd  Blvd.,  P.  O.  Box  3861, 
Portland  8,  Oreg. 

^  Russell  E.  Getty, 
Acting  State  Supervisor. 

March  12,  1957. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2136;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Fiscal  Service,  Bureau  of  the 
Public  Debt 

[1957  Dept.  Circular  986] 

3V2  Percent  Treasury  Notes  or  Series 
A-1960 

additional  issue 

March  18, 1957. 

I.  Offering  of  notes.  1.  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the  author- 
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NOTICES 


ity  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as 
amended,  invites  subscriptions,  at  par 
and  accrued  interest,  from  the  people  of 
the  United  States  for  notes  of  the  United 
States,  designated  3^/^  percent  Treasury 
Notes  of  Series  A-1960.  The  amount  of 
the  offering  under  this  circular  is  $750,- 
000,000,  or  thereabouts.  In  addition  to 
the  amoimt  offered  for  public  subscrip¬ 
tion,  up  to  $100,000,000  of  these  notes 
may  be  allotted  to  Gtovemment  Invest¬ 
ment  Accounts.  The  books  will  be  open 
only  on  March  18  for  the  receipt  of 
subscriptions  for  this  issue. 

n.  Description  of  notes.  1.  The  notes 
now  offered  will  be  an  addition  to  and 
will  form  a  part  of  the  3  ^  percent  Treas¬ 
ury  Notes  of  Series  A-1960  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Department  Circular  No.  984, 
dated  February  4, 1957,  and  will  be  freely 
interchangeable  therewith,  are  identical 
in  all  respects  therewith,  and  are  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  following  quotation  from 
Department  Circular  No.  984 : 

1.  The  notes  will  be  dated  February  15, 
1957,  and  will  bear  interest  from  that  date 
at  the  rate  of  3V4  percent  per  annum,  payabie 
on  a  semiannual  basis  on  November  15,  1957, 
end  thereafter  on  May  15  and  November  15  in 
each  year  until  the  principal  amount  be¬ 
comes  payable.  They  will  mature  May  15, 
1960,  and  will  not  be  subject  to  call  for 
redemption  prior  to  maturity. 

2.  The  income  derived  from  the  notes  is 
subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  notes  are 
subject  to  estate,  inheritance,  gift  or  other 
excise  taxes,  whether  Federal  or  State,  but 
are  exempt  from  all  taxation  now  or  here¬ 
after  imposed  on  the  principal  or  interest 
thereof  by  any  State  or  any  of  the  pos¬ 
sessions  of  the  United  States,  or  by  any  local 
taxing  authority. 

3.  The  notes  will  be  acceptable  to  seciue 
deposits  of  public  moneys.  They  will  not  be 
acceptable  in  payment  of  taxes. 

4.  Bearer  notes  with  interest  coupons  at¬ 
tached  will  be  Issued  in  denominations  of 
$1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000,  $100,000,  $1,000,000, 
$100,000,000  and  $500,000,000.  The  notes  will 
not  be  Issued  in  reg^tered  form. 

6.  The  notes  will  be  subject  to  the  general 
regulations  of  the  Treasury  Department,  now 
or  hereafter  prescribed,  governing  United 
States  notes. 

III.  Subscription  and  allotment.  1. 
Subscriptions  will  be  received  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches  and  at 
the  OfBce  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  Washington.  Commercial  banks, 
which  for  this  purpose  are  defined  as 
banks  accepting  demand  deposits,  may 
submit  subscriptions  for  account  of  cus¬ 
tomers.  but  only  the  Federal  Reserve 
Banks  and  the  Treasury  Department  are 
authorized  to  act  as  official  agencies. 
Others  than  commercial  banks  will  not 
be  permitted  to  enter  subscriptions  ex¬ 
cept  for  their  own  account.  Subscrip¬ 
tions  from  commercial  banks  for  their 
own  account  will  be  received  without 
deposit,  but  will  be  restricted  in  each 
case  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  the 
combined  capital,  surplus  and  undivided 
profits,  of  the  subscribing  bank.  Sub¬ 
scriptions  from  all  others  must  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  pasnnent  of  3  percent  of 
the  amoimt  of  notes  applied  for,  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  withdrawal  until  after  allotment. 
FoUowing  allotment,  any  portion  of  the 
3  percent  payment  in  excess  of  3  percent 
of  the  amount  of  notes  allotted  may  be 


released  upon  the  request  of  the  sub¬ 
scribers. 

2.  Commercial  banks  in  submitting 
subscriptions  will  be  required  to  certify 
that  they  have  no  beneficial  interest  in 
any  of  the  subscriptions  they  enter  for 
the  account  of  their  customers,  and  that 
their  customers  have  no  beneficial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  banks’  subscriptions  for 
their  own  account. 

3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  re¬ 
serves ‘the  right  to  reject  or  reduce  any 
subscription,  and  to  allot  less  than  the 
amount  of  notes  applied  for;  and  any 
action  he  may  take  in  these  respects  shall 
be  final.  Allotment  notices  will  be  sent 
out  promptly  upon  payment. 

IV.  Payment.  1.  Payment  at  par  and 
accrued  interest  from  February  15,  1957, 
to  March  28.  1957  ($3.96409  per  $1,000) 
for  notes  allotted  hereunder  must  be 
made  or  completed  on  or  before  March 
28,  1957,  or  on  lates  allotment.  In  every 
case  where  payment  is  not  so  completed, 
the  payment  with  application  up  to  3 
percent  of  the  amount  of  notes  allotted 
shall,  upon  declaration  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  his  discre¬ 
tion,  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States. 
Any  qualified  depositary  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  make  payment  by  credit  for 
notes  allotted  to  it  for  itself  and  its 
customers  up  to  any  amount  for  which 
it  shall  be  qualified  in  excess  of  existing 
deposits  when  so  notified  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  its  District. 

V.  General  provisions.  1.  As  fiscal 
agents  of  the  United  States,  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Banks  are  authorized  and  requested 
to  receive  subscriptions,  to  make  allot¬ 
ments  on  the  basis  and  up  to  the  amounts 
indicated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks 
of  the  respective  Districts,  to  issue  allot¬ 
ment  notices,  to'  receive  payment  for 
notes  allotted,  to  make  delivery  of  notes 
on  full-paid  subscriptions  allotted,  and 
they  may  issue  interim  receipts  pending 
delivery  of  the  definitive  notes. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
at  any  time,  or  from  time  to  time,  pre¬ 
scribe  supplemental  or  amendatory  rules 
and  regulations  governing  the  offering, 
which  will  be  communicated  promptly 
to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

[SEAL]  G.  M.  Humphrey, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2168;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


‘  [1957  Dept,  Circular  985] 

3%  Percent  Treasury  Certificates  of 
Indebtedness  of  Series  A-1958 

ADDITIONAL  ISSUE 

March  18,  1957. 

1.  Offering  of  certificates.  1.  'The  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond 
Act,  as  amended,  invites  subscriptions, 
at  par  and  accrued  interest,  from  the 
people  of  the  United  States  for  certifi¬ 
cates  of  iildebtedness  of  the  United 
States,  designated  3%  percent  Treasury 
Certificates  of  Indebtedness  of  Series 
A-1958.  The  amount  of  the  offering 
under  this  circular  is  $2,250,000,000,  or 
thereabouts.  The  books  will  be  open 


only  on  March  18  for  the  receipt  of  sub¬ 
scriptions  for  this  issue. 

n.  Description  of  certificates.  1.  The 
certificates  now  offered  will  be  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  and  will  form  a  part  of  the  3% 
percent  Treasury  Certificates  of  In¬ 
debtedness  of  Series  A-1958  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  Department  Circular  No.  983, 
dated  February  4,  1957,  will  be  freely 
interchangeable  therewith,  are  identical 
in  all  respects  therewith,  and  are  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  following  quotation  from 
Department  Circular  No.  983: 

1.  The  certificates  will  be  dated  February 
15,  1957,  and  will  bear  interest  from  that 
date  at  the  rate  of  3%  percent  per  annum, 
payable  on  a  semiannual  basis  on  August 
15,  1957,  and  February  14,  1958.  They  will 
mature  February  14,  1958,  and  will  not  be 
subject  to  call  for  redemption  prior  to 
maturity. 

2.  The  income  derived  from  the  certificates 
is  subject  to  all  taxes  imposed  under  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  The  cer¬ 
tificates  are  subject  to  estate,  inheritance, 
gift  or  other  excise  taxes,  whether  Federal 
or  State,  but  are  exempt  from  all  taxation 
now  or  hereafter  imposed  on  the  principal 
or  interest  thereof  by  any  State,  or  any  of 
the  xx>ssessions  of  the  United  States,  or  by 
any  local  taxing  authority. 

8;  The  certificates  will  be  acceptable  to 
secure  deposits  of  public  moneys.  They  will 
not  be  acceptable  in  payment  of  taxes. 

4.  Bearer  certificates  with  Interest  coupons 
attached  will  be  issued  in  denominations  of 
$1,000,  $5,000,  $10,000,  $100,000,  $1,000,000 
$100,000,000  and  $500,000,000.  The  certifi¬ 
cates  will  not  be  Issued  in  registered  form. 

6.  The  certificates  will  be  subject  to  the 
general  regulations*  of  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment,  now  or  hereafter  prescribed,  governing 
United  States  certificates. 

m.  Subscription  and  allotment.  1. 
Subscriptions  will  be  received  at  the 
Federal  Reserve  Banks  and  Branches 
and  at  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States,  Washington.  Commercial 
banks,  which  for  this  purpose  are  de¬ 
fined  as  banks  accepting  demand  de¬ 
posits.  may  submit  subscriptions  for 
account  of  customers,  but  only  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Banks  and  the  Treasury 
Department  are  authorized  to  act  as 
official  agencies.  Others  than  com¬ 
mercial  banks  will  not  be  permitted  to 
enter  subscriptions  except  for  their  own 
account.  Subscriptions  from  commercial 
banks  for  their  own  account  will  be 
received  without  deposit,  but  will  be  re¬ 
stricted  in  each  case  to  an  amount  not 
exceeding  the  combined  capital,  surplus 
and  undivided  profits,  of  the  subscribi^ 
bank.  Subscriptions  from  all  others 
must  be  accompanied  by  payment  of  3 
percent  of  the  amount  of  certificates  ap- 
phed  for,  not  subject  to  withdrawal  imtil 
after  allotment.  Following  allotment, 
any  portion  of  the  3  percent  payment  in 
excess  of  3  percent  of  the  amount  of 
certificates  allotted  may  be  released  upon 
the  request  of  the  subscribers. 

2.  Commercial  banks  in  submitting 
subscriptions  will  be  required  to  certify 
that  they  have  no  beneficial  interest  in 
any  of  the  subscriptions  they  enter  for 
the  account  of  their  customers,  and  that 
their  customers  have  no  beneficial  inter¬ 
est  in  the  banks’  subscriptions  for  their 
own  account. 

3.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  reject  or  reduce  any 
subscription,  and  to  allot  less  than  the 
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amount  of  certificates  applied  for;  and 
any  action  he  may  take  in  these  respects 
shall  be  final.  Allotment  notices  will 
be  sent  out  promptly  upon  allotment. 

rv.  Payment.  1.  Pasnnent  at  par  and 
accrued  interest  from  February  15,  1957, 
to  March  28,  1957  ($3.82251  per  $1,000) 
for  certificates  allotted  hereunder  must^ 
be  made  or  completed  on  or  before 
March  28,  1957,  or  on  later  allotment. 
In  every  case  where  payment  is  not  so 
completed,  the  payment  with  applica¬ 
tion  up  to  3  percent  of  the  amount  of 
certificates  allotted  shall,  upon  declara¬ 
tion  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  in  his  discretion,  be  forfeited  to  the 
United  States.  Any  qualified  depositary 
will  be  permitted  to  make  pasrment  by 
credit  for  certificates  allotted  to  it  for 
itself  and  its  customers  up  to  any 
amount  for  which  it  shall  be  qualified 
in  excess  of  existing  deposits  when  so 
notified  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
its  District. 

V.  General  provisions.  1.  As  fiscal 
agents  of  the  United  States,  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Banks  are  authorized  and  re¬ 
quested  to  receive  subscriptions,  to  make 
allotments  on  the  basis  and  up  to  the 
amoimts  indicated  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Federal  Reserve 
Banks  of  the  respective  Districts,  to 
issue  allotment  notices,  to  receive  pay¬ 
ment  for  certificates  allotted,  to  make 
delivery  of  certificates  on  full-paid  sub¬ 
scriptions  allotted,  and  they  may  issue 
interim  receipts  pending  delivery  of  the 
definitive  certificates. 

2.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
at  any  time,  or  from  time  to  time,  pre¬ 
scribe  supplemental  or  amendatory 
rules  and  regulations  governing  the  of¬ 
fering,  which  will  be  communicated 
promptly  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

fSEAL]  G.  M.  Hxjiiphrey, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-2167;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  F-281 
AMF  Atomics,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  ISSUANCE  OF  FACILITY  EXPORT 
LICENSE 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  on  March' 15,  1957,  is¬ 
sued  License  No.  XR-4  to  AMF  Atomics, 
Inc.,  authorizing  the  export  of  a  one 
megawatt  pool-type  research  reactor  to 
the  Land  Bayern,  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  for  erection  at  the  Laborato- 
rium  fuer  Technische  Physik  de  Techni- 
schen  Hochschule  Muenchen  near 
Munich.  The  license  is  substantially  in 
the  form  set  forth  In  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  issuance  previously  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  February  26, 
1957,  22  F.  R.  1104. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  15th 
day  of  March  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  11741;  PCC  67M-2241 
Claremore  Broadcasi^g  Co. 

ORDER  SCHEDULING  FURTHER  PREHEARING 
CONFERENCE 

In  re  application  of  Robert  I.  Hartley 
tr/as  Claremore  Broadcasting  Company, 
Claremore,  Oklahoma,  Docket  No.  11741, 
File  ^o.  BP-10306;  for  construction 
permit. 

By  order  dated  November  13, 1956,  the 
evidentiary  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  then  scheduled  to  begin  on 
November  19,  1956  was  continued  until 
after  ^e  Commission  had  acted  on  the 
then  pending  petition  to  enlarge  the 
issues. 

By  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
adopted  March  6,  1957,  released  March 
11,  1957,  the  issues  were  enlarged  to 
include  the  following: 

To  determine  whether  the  above-entitled 
appUcation  of  Robert  J.  Hartley,  tr/as  Clare¬ 
more  Broadcasting  Company,  fully  and  cor¬ 
rectly  identifies  the  real  parties  in  interest; 
whether  John  Q.  Adams  or  John  M.  Mahoney 
of  Vinita,  Oklahoma,  or  both,  have  an  undis¬ 
closed  Interest  in  the  said  application;  and 
whether  the  said  application  fully  and  com¬ 
pletely  supplies  the  Information  called  for 
by  the  application  form.  * 

A  further  pre-hearing  conference  will 
be  held  on  Tuesday,  April  2,  1957,  begin¬ 
ning  at  2:00  p.  m.  in  the  ofBces  of  the 
Commission,  Washington,  D.  C.  This 
conference  is  called  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  1.813  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  the  matters  to  be  considered 
are  those  specified  in  that  section  of  the 
rules  and  in  particular  to  the  matters 
which  relate  to  the  issue  quoted  above. 

It  is  so  ordered.  This  the  14th  day  of 
March  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

.Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2172;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  *1967; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  11904;  PCC  57M-222] 

•  WNAB,  Inc. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  WNAB,  Incorpo¬ 
rated  (WNAB) ,  Bridgeport,  Connecticut, 
Docket  No.  11904,  File  No.  BP-10659; 
for  construction  permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  14th  day  of  March 
1957,  on  the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own 
motion,  that  the  hearing  now  scheduled 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  for 
March  21, 1957,  be,  and  the  same  is  here¬ 
by,  continued  to  a  date  to  be  hereinafter 
determined. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


[Docket  No.  11912;  PCX?  57M-225] 

Craig  Siegfried 
ORDER  continuing  HEARING 

In  re  application  of  Craig  Siegfried, 
Falls  City,  Nebraska,  Docket  No.  11912, 

,  Pile  No.  BP-10265;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  petition,  filed  on  March 
15, 1957,  by  Craig  Siegfried,  the  applicant 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding,  re¬ 
questing  that  the  hearing  now  scheduled 
to  be  held'therein  at  10:00  o’clock  a.  m., 
on  Monday,  March  18, 1957,  be  postponed 
imtil  2 :00  o’clock  p.  m.,  on  Friday,  March 
22,  1957;  and 

It  appearing  that  sufficient  *‘good 
cause”  hag  been  set  forth  in  the  said 
petition  to  justify  a  grant  of  the  relief 
requested  therein;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  counsel  for 
the  Chief  of  the  Commission’^  Broadcast 
Bureau,  the  only  other  party  which  has 
filed  an  appearance  in  the  said  proceed¬ 
ing,  interposes  no  objection  to  the  im¬ 
mediate  consideration  of  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  or  to  a  grant  thereof; 

It  is  ordered.  This  15th  day  of  March 
1957,  that  the  above  petition  be,  and  it  is 
hereby  granted,  and  that  the  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  hereby 
continued  until  2:00  o’clock  p.  m.,  on 
Friday,  March  22,  1957,  in  the  offices  of 
this  Commission,  Washington.  D.  C. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2174;  PUed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:60  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11924,  PCC  67M-2281 

Beloit  Broadcasters,  Inc.  (WBEL) 

STATEMENT  AFTER  PREHEARING  CONFERENCE 
AND  ORDER  OF  CONTINUANCE 

In  re  application  of  Beloit  Broad¬ 
casters,  Incorporated  (WBEL),  Beloit, 
Wisconsin,  Docket  No.  11924,  Pile -No. 
BP-10531;  for  construction  permit. 

A  prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  was  held  on  March 
15,  1957.  In  the  interest  of  expedient 
disposition  of  the  matter  all  parties 
agreed  that  the  following  timetable 
should  govern  future  proceedings: 

April  15,  1957 — Exchange  of  exhibits; 

AprU  22,  1957 — Further  prehearing  con¬ 
ference; 

April  29,  1957— Hearing. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  15th 
day  of  March  1957,  that  the  date  now 
scheduled  for  hearing  in  the  above  mat¬ 
ter,  April  2.  1957,  is  hereby  extended  to 
AprU  29,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  67-2165;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1957;  [P.  R.,  Doc.  57-2173;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1957;  [P.  R.  Doc.  57-2175;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1967; 

8:49  a.  m.)  8:50  a.  m.]  8:50  a.  m.] 


1894 


NOTICES 


(Docket  Noe.  11M5,  11®26;  PCC  67M-2231 

Northwest  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  and  Ret. 
Haldane  James  Dorr 

ORDER  SCHEDTTLINO  PREHEARING 
CONrERENCE 

In  re  applications  of  Northwest  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.,  Bellevue,  Washington, 
Docket  No.  11925,  PUe  No.  BP-10521; 
Rev.  Haldane  James  Duff,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Docket  No.  11926,  Pile  No.  BP- 
10638;  for  construction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  14th  day  of  March 
1957,  that  a  prehearing  conference  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held  in 
the  Offices  of  the  Commission.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  on  Thursday,  March  21,  1957, 
commencing  at  10:00  a.  m. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

‘(F.  R.  Dooa  57-2176;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.) 


[Docket Nos.  11946, 11947;  FCC  57-233] 

Video  Independent  Theatres,  Inc.,  and 
KSOO-TV,  Inc. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  TOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Video  Independ¬ 
ent  Theatres,  Inc.,  Sioux  Falls,  South 
Dakota,  Docket  No.  11946,  Rle  No. 
BPCT-2188;  KSCX>-TV,  Inc.,  Sioux  Palls, 
South  Dakota,  Docket  No.  11947,  File  No. 
BPCT-2195;  for  construction  permits  for 
new  television  stations. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.  on  the  13th  day  df 
March  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions,  each  requesting  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new  television  broadcast 
station  to  operate  on  Channel  13  in  Sioux 
Falls,  South  Dakota;  and 
It  appearing,  that  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  applications  are  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive,  in  that  operation  by  more  than 
one  of  the  applicants  woidd  result  in 
mutually  destructive  interference;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above- 
named  applicants  were  advised  by  letter 
of  the  fact  that  their  applications  were 
mutually  exclusive,  of  the  necessity  for 
a  hearing  and  of  all  objections  to  their 
applications,  and  were  given  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  reply;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  upon  due 
consideration  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plications  and  the  replies  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  letters,  the  Commission  finds 
that  KSOO  TV,  Inc.,  is  legally,  tech¬ 
nically,  financiaUy  and  otherwise  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a 
television  broadcast  station  and  that 
Video  Independent  Theatres,  Inc.,  is 
legally,  financially  and  technically  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct,  own  and  operate  a 
television  broadcast  station  and  is  other¬ 
wise  qualified  except  as  to  Issue  be¬ 
low; 


It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  above-captioned 
applications  of  Video  Independent  The¬ 
atres,  Inc.,  and  KSOO  TV,  Inc.,  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon  the 
following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  the  an¬ 
tenna  system  and  site  proposed  by  Video 
Independent  Theatres,  Inc.,  would  con¬ 
stitute  A  hazard  to  air  navigation. 

(2) ^  To  determine  on  a  comparative 
basis  which  of  the  operations  proposed 
in  the  above-captioned  applications 
would  better  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  in  the  light 
of  the  record  made  with  respect  to  the 
significant  difference  between  the  appli¬ 
cations  as  to: 

(a>  The  background  and  experience 
of  each  of  the  above-named  applicants 
having  a  bearing  on  its  ability  to  own 
and  operate  the  proposed  television 
stations. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the 
above-named  applicants  with  respect  to 
the  management  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  station. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  above-captioned 
applications. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding  end  upon  a 
sufficient  allegation  of  facts  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicants  will  give  rea¬ 
sonable  assurance  that  the  proposals 
set  forth  ip  the  application  will  be 
effectuated. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard.  Video  Independent  Theatres, 
Inc.,  and  KSOO  TV,  Inc.,  pursuant  to 
§  1.387  of  the  Commimssion’s  rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file 
witl}  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  order. 

Released:  March  18, 1957. 

«  Federal  Communications  . 

Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2177;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:51  a.  m..] 


[Docket  Nos.  11948,  11949;  PCC  57-235] 
Denver  T.  Brannen  and  Mel  Wheeler 
order  designating  applications  for 

CONSOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATXft  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  Denver  T,  Braia- 
nen,  Panama  City,  Florida.  Docket  No. 
11948,  FUe  No.  BP-10562;  Mel  Wheeler, 
Panama  City  Beach,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
11949,  File  No.  BP-10885;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 


At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
March  1957 ; 

The  Commission  having  imder  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  of  Denver  T.  Brannen  and  Mel 
Wheeler,  each  for  a  construction  permit 
for  a  new  standard  broadcast  station  to 
operate  on  1290  kilocycles  with  a  power 
of  500  watts,  daytime  only,  at  Panama 
City  and  Panama  City  Beach,  Florida, 
respectively;  and  the  petition  of  Denver 
T.  Brannen  filed  January  16,  1957,  re¬ 
questing,  inter  alia,  that  the  application 
of  Mel  Wheeler  ‘‘be  dismissed  without 
prejudice,  so  that  the  Commission  may 
forthwith  grant  petitioner’s  application 
for  1290  kilocycles  at  Panama  City,  thus 
minimizing  the  damage  already  in¬ 
flicted”  by  the  filing  of  two  other  ap¬ 
plications  which/confiicted  with  Denver 
T.  Braimen’s  application  but  have  since 
been  dismissed; 

It  appearing,  that  each  of  the  appli¬ 
cants  is  legally,  technically,  financially 
and  otherwise  qualified,  except  as  may  ' 
appear  from  the  Issues  specified  below, 
to  operate  his  proposed  station  but  that 
the  operation  of  both  stations  as  pro¬ 
posed  would  result  in  mutually  destiuc- 
tive  interference;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  subject  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dated 
January  18,  1957,  of  the  aforementioned 
interference  and  that  the  Commissicm 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
either  application  would  be  in  the  public 
interest:  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  a  timely  re¬ 
ply  to  the  Commission’s  letter  was  filed 
by  each  of  the  subject  applications;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  reason 
advanced  by  DenverT.  Brannen  in  sup¬ 
port  of  his  request  that  the  application 
of  Mel  Wheeler  be  dismissed  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  and  that  under  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  the 
decision  in  the  case  of  Ashbacker  Radio 
Corp.  V.  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission,  326  U.  S.  327,  Mel  Wheeler  is 
entitled  to  a  hearing  in  a  comparative 
proceeding  on  his  application;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission,  after  consideration  of  the  above, 
is  of  the  opinion  that  a  hearing  is  neces¬ 
sary; 

It  is  ordered.  That  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing  in  a*  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  issues; 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ations,  and  the  availability  of  other  pri¬ 
mary  service  to  such  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  provisions 
of  section  307  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  are  applicable 
as  between  Panama  City  and  Panama 
City  Beach;  and,  if  so,  which  of  the 
operations  proposed  in  the  above- 
captioned  applications  would  better  pro- 
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vide  a  fair,  eflacient  and  equitable  distri¬ 
bution  of  radio  service. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  event  that 
under  Issue  2  it  is  decided  that  section 
307  (b)  is  inapplicable  in  this  case,  the 
significant  differences  between  the  appli¬ 
cants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience 
of  each  of  the  above-named  applicants 
to  own  and  operate  the  proposed  stations. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the 
above-named  applicants  with  respect  to 
the  management  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  stations. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  above-named  appli¬ 
cations. 

4.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,' which,  if  either  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
of  Denver  T.  Brannen,  insofar  as  it  re¬ 
quests  the  dismissal  of  the  application 
ot  Mel  Wheeler,  is  hereby  denied;  and 
that  insofar  as  the  petition  of  Denver  T. 
Brannen  is  addressed  to  matters  relating 
to  applications  which  have  been  dis¬ 
missed,  it  is  hereby  dismissed; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  Denver  T.  Brannen  and  Mel 
Wheeler,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall  within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of 
this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission, 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance  stat¬ 
ing  an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date 
fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

Released:  March  18, 1957. 

Federal  CoMMXTNiCAnoNS 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-2178;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  11950  etc,;  PCC  67-2361 
Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  et  al. 

order  designating  applications  for  con¬ 
solidated  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  re  applications  of  William  John 
Hyland,  HI  and  Dawkins  Espy,  d/b  as 
Valley  Broadcasting  Co.,  Bakersfield, 
California,  Docket  No.  11950,  File  No. 
BP-10695;  Southwest  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.,  Palmdale,  California, 
Docket  No.  11951,  File  No.  BP-10720; 
Rod  O’Harra  and  A.  J.  ILrisik,  d/b  as 
O.  K.  Broadcasting  Co.,  Bakersfield, 
California,  Docket  No.  11952,  File  No. 
BP-10843 ;  construction  permits. 

^  At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  ofQces  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
March  1957; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  for  construction  permits  for  new 
standard  broadcast  stations  by  William 
John  Hyland,  III,  and  Dawkins  Espy, 
d/b  as  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.,  File  No. 
BP-10695,  and  Southwest  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.,  File  No.  BP-10720,  to 


operate  on  1340  kilocycles  with  a  power 
of  250  watts,  unlimited  time,  at  Bakers¬ 
field  and  Palmdale,  California,  respec¬ 
tively;  and  by  Rod  O’Harra  and  A.  J. 
Krisik,  d/b  as  O.  K.  Broadcasting  Co., 
Pile  No.  BP-10843,  to  operate  on  1350 
kilocycles  with  a  power  of  1  kilowatt, 
daytime  only,  at  Bakersfield,  California; 
and 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  may  be ' 
indicated  by  the  issues  specified  below, 
the  applicants  herein  are  legally  and 
technically  qualified,  O.  K.  Broadcasting 
Co.  and  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  are 
financially  qualified,  and  O.  K.  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  is  otherwise  qualified,  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  said  stations ;  but  that 
the  proposals  of  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
and  O.  K.  Broadcasting  Co.  involve  mu¬ 
tually  destructive  interference;  that  the 
proposals  of  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  and 
Southwest  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
involve  mutual  interference;  that  the 
proposal  of  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  in¬ 
volves  mutual  interference  with  Stations 
KMAK,  KIST,  and  KATY  (each  on  1340 
kc,  250  w,  U),  Fresno,  Santa  Barbara, 
and  San  Luis  Obispo,  California,  respec¬ 
tively,  and  the  interference  received  from 
these  stations  may  affect  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  in  the  normally 
protected  primary  service  area  of  the 
proposal  by  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  in 
contravention  of  §  3.28  (c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules;  that  the  proposal  of 
Southwest  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc. 
would  involve  objectionable  interference 
with  Stations  KPAC  (1330  kc,  5  kw, 
DA-N,  U),  Los  Angeles,  California,  and 
KIST,  and  the  interference  received  from 
Station  KFAC  may  affect  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  in  the  normally 
protected  primary  service  area  of  the 
proposal  by  Southwest  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  in  contravention  of  S  3.28 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules;  that  in¬ 
sufficient  data  have  been  submitted  to 
determine  whether  Southwest  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.  is  financially 
qualified  and  whether  its  proposal  would 
provide  adequate  coverage  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  and  industrial  areas  of  the  city 
sought  to  be  served;  that  insufficient 
data  have  been  submitted  by  Valley 
Broadcasting  Co.  to  determine  whether 
its  proposed  transmitter  site  is  satis¬ 
factory;  that  the  programing  proposed 
by  Southwest  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.  and  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  may 
not  be  in  the  public  interest  because  of 
the  large  number  of  commercial  an¬ 
nouncements  to  be  broadcast  per  week; 
that  the  proposals  of  Valley  Broadcasting 
Co.  and  Southwest  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  are  contingent  upon  Station 
KAVL,  Lancaster,  California,  changing 
frequency  from  1340  to  610  kilocycles, 
an  authorization  for  which  is  outstand¬ 
ing,  and  that  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of 
either  of  the  proposals  by  Valley  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  or  ^uthwest  Broadcasting 
Company,  Inc.  the  construction  permit 
should  contain  a  condition  that  no  au¬ 
thorization  for  program  tests  will  be 
given  until  Station  KAVL  has  com¬ 
menced  operation  on  610  kilocycles;  and 
that  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  the 
construction  permit  should  include  a 
condition  requiring  proof,  before  the  au¬ 
thorization  of  program  tests,  that  radia- 
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tion  has  been  reduced  to  75  mv/m  as 
proposed  in  the  application;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to 
section  309  (b)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  ap¬ 
plicants  were  advised  by  letter  dat^ 
January  18,  1957  of  the  aforementioned 
deficiencies  and  that  the  Commission 
was  unable  to  conclude  that  a  grant  of 
any  of  the  applications  would  serve  the 
public  interest;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  a  timely 
reply  was  filed  by  each  of  the  applicants ; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that  Valley 
Broadcasting  Co.  and  Southwest  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  in  their  replies, 
requested  an  extension  of  time  in  which 
to  further  reply  to  the  Commission’s  said 
letter,  but  that  we  are  of  the  opinion 
that  it  is  expeditious  to  forthwith  desig¬ 
nate  the  applications  for  hearing,  as 
the  applications  may  be  amended  after 
designation  for  hearing  on  good  cause 
shown  in  accordance  with  §  1.365  (a)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that,  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  said  replies,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  a  hearing  is  necessary; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  said  applic9.tions 
are  designated  ^r  hearing  in  a  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order, 
upon  the  following  issues; 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  would  receive  primary  serv¬ 
ice  from  each  of  the  instant  proposals, 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
by  Valley  Broadcasting  Co.  would  Involve 
Interference  with  Stations  KMAK,  KIST, 
and  KATY,  Fresno,  Santa  Barbara  and 
San  Luis  Obispo,  California,  respectively, 
or  any  other  existing  station  and,  if  so, 
the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas 
and  populations  affected  thereby,  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  service 
to  such  areas  and  ix)pulations;  and 
whether  the  interference  received  from 
these  stations  would  affect  more  than  10 
percent  of  the  population  in  the  nor¬ 
mally  protected  primary  service  area  of 
the  proposal  by  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
in  contravention  of  §  3.28  -(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  and,'  if  so,  whether 
circumstances  exist  which  would  warrant 
a  waiver  of  this  rule. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
by  Southwest  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.  would  involve  interference  with  Sta¬ 
tions  KPAC  and  KIST,  Los  Angeles  and  ^ 
Santa  Barbara,  California,  respectively, 
or  any  other  existing  standard  broadcast 
station,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent 
thereof,  the  areas  and  populations  af^ 
fected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations;  and  whether  the  inter¬ 
ference  received  from  Station  KFAC 
would  affect  more  than  10  percent  of  the 
population  in  the  normally  protected 
primary  service  area  of  the  proposal  by 
Southwest  Broadcasting  Company,  Inc., 
and,  if  so,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of  this 
rule,  §  3.28  (c). 

4.  To  determine  whether  Southwest 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  is  finan- 
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cially  qualified  to  construct  and  operate 
its  proposed  staUon. 

5.  To  determine  whether  the  program¬ 
ming  proposed  by  Valley  Broadcasting 
Co.  and  Southwest  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  proposal 
by  Southwest  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.  would  provide  adequate  coverage  of 
the  city  sought  to  be  served  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  3.188  (b)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

7.  To  determine  whether  the  trans¬ 
mitter  site  proposed  by  Valley  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  would  be  satisfactory  in 
accordance  with  §  3.188  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

8.  To  determine.  In  light  of  section 
307  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  whether  a  grant  of 
the  Palmdale,  California  proposal  or  one 
of  the  Bakersfield,  California  proposals 
herein  would  better  provide  a  fair,  efift- 
cient  and  equitable  distribution  of  radio 
service. 

9.  To  determine.  In  the  event  that 
Bakersfield,  California  is  considered  to 
have  the  greater  need  for  a  new  radio 
facility  under  issue  8  above,  which  of  the 
applications  of  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
and  O.  K.  Broadcasting  Co.  for  opera¬ 
tion  in  Bakersfield  would  better  serve  the 
public  interest  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  under  the  foregoing  issues  and 
record  made  with  respect  to  the  signifi¬ 
cant  differences  between  the  two  appli¬ 
cants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  of  said  two  applicants  to  own  and 
operate  its  proposed  station. 

(b)  The  proposal  of  each  of  said  two 
applicants  with  respect  to  management 
and  operation  of  its  proposed  station. 

(c)  The  programming  service  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  application  of  each  of  said 
two  applicants. 

10.  To  determine.  In  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issues,  which,  if  any,  of  the  applications 
should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  McMahan 
Broadcasting  Co.;  KATY,  Sweetheart  of 
San  Luis  Obispo,  Inc.;  Los  Angeles 
Broadcasting  Co.;  and  Radio  KIST, 
Inc.;  licensees  of  Stations  KMAK, 
KA’TY,  KFAC  and  KIST,  respectively, 
are  made  parties  to  the  proceeding;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.387  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by 
an  attorney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  Valley 
Broadcasting  Co.  or  Southwest  Broad¬ 
casting  Compay,  Inc.,  the  construction 
permit  shall  contain  a  condition  that  no 
authorization  for  program  tests  will  be 
given  imtil  Station  ILAVL,  Lancaster, 
California,  has  commenced  operation  on 
610  kilocycles;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  In  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  Valley 


Broadcasting  Co.,  the  construction  per¬ 
mit  shall  contain  a  condition  requiring 
proof,  before  the  authorization  of  pro¬ 
gram  tests,  that  radiation  has  been  re¬ 
duced  to  75  mv/m  as  proposed  in  the 
application. 

Released:  March  18,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2179;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:51  a.  m-l 


[Docket  No.  11D63;  PCC  57-2421 
Western  Union  Telegraph  Co. 

ORDER  INSTITUTING  HEARING  AND 
INVESTIGATION 

In  the  matter  of  The  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Company,  Docket  No.  11953; 
complaint  and  petition  for  new  and  re¬ 
vised  divisions  of  charges  for  the  land¬ 
line  handling  of  international  message 
telegraph  traffic. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
March  1957; 

The  Commission,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration; 

(a)  A  "Complaint  and  Petition”  filed 
on  November  5,  1956,  by  The  Western 
Union  Telegraph  Company  (Western 
Union)  wherein  it  is  alleged  that  the 
currently  effective  divisions  of  charges 
applicable  to  the  landline  handling  by 
Western  Union  within  the  continental 
United  States  of  point-to-point  message 
telegraph  traffic  between  the  continental 
United  States  and  foreign  and  overseas 
points  (international  traffic)  are  unjust, 
unreasonable,  inequitable  and  not  in  the 

.public  interest;  and  wherein  it  is  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Commission,  pursuant 
to  sections  201  (a)  and  222  (e)  (3)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  (act),  prescribe  new  and  re¬ 
vised  divisions  of  charges  for  such  land¬ 
line  handling  as  proposed  in  the  "Com¬ 
plaint  and  Petition”; 

(b)  The  Commission’s  letter,  dated 
November  8,  1956,  affording  interested 
telegraj^  carriers  an  opportunity  to  file 
comments  regarding  the  above-described 
"Complaint  and  Petition”;  the  com¬ 
ments  filed  between  December  7  and  De¬ 
cember  10,  1956f  pursuant  to  such  letter 
by  American  Cable  and  Radio  Corpora¬ 
tion,  on  behalf  of  its  operating  com¬ 
panies,  All  America  Cables  and  Radio, 
Inc.,  Commercial  Cable  Company  and 
Mackay  Radio  and  Telegraph  Company; 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company; 
Globe  Wireless,  Ltd.;  Press  Wireless, 
Inc.;  R.  C.  A.  Communications,  Inc.; 
Tropical  Radio  Telegraph  Company; 
United  States-Liberia  Radio  Corpora¬ 
tion;  and  the  International  Communica¬ 
tions  Department  of  The  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Company;  and  Western  Un¬ 
ion’s  reply  to  such  comments  filed  on 
December  26,  1956; 

(c)  Earnings  reports  of  the  United 
States  telegraph  carriers  handling  inter¬ 
national  traffic  (international  carriers) 


and  of  Western  Union,  as  filed  with  this 
Commission; 

(d)  A  "Motion”  filed  on  February  7, 
1957,  by  Western  Union  requesting  that, 
in  the  order  designating  for  hearing  the 
matters  contained  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  Hpomplaint  and  Petition”,  the 
Commission  direct  the  presiding  officer 
to  certify  the  record  to  the  Commission 
for  Final  Decision  without  preparing 
either  a  Recommended  or  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion; 

(e)  A  "Response”  to  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  "Motion”  filed  by  RCA  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.  on  February  12,  1957, 
opposing  Western  Union’s  request  that 
the  record  be  certified  for  final  Decision; 

It  appearing,  that  the  "Complaint  and 
Petition”  of  Western  Union  complies 
with  applicable  procedural  requirements 
of  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules; 

It  further  appearing,  that  RCA  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.,  in  its  aforementioned 
comments,  has  not  set  forth  adequate 
reasons  in  support  of  its  request  for 
dismissal  of  the  "Complaint  and  Peti¬ 
tion”  as  failing  "to  present  a  prima  facie 
case”; 

It  further  appearing,  that  certain  of 
the  above-named  international  carriers 
have  requested  that,  if  the  Commission 
should  prescribe  increased  divisions  of 
charges  for  the  landline  handling  by 
Western  Union  within  the  continental 
United  States  of  international  traffic,  it 
should  authorize  concurrently  increases 
in  charges  to  the  public  for  international 
message  telegraph  service  in  amoimts 
sufficient  to  compensate  the  international 
carriers  for  any  decrease  in  revenue  at¬ 
tributable  to  such  increased  divisions  of 
charges: 

It  further  appearing,  that  Western 
Union,  in  its  “Motion”  for  certification  of 
the  record  herein  to  the  Commission  for 
Final  Decision,  has  not  shown  that  due 
and  timely  execution  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  functions  imperatively  and  un¬ 
avoidably  require  the  omission  of  a 
Recommended  or  Initial  Decision  herein; 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  request  of  RCA 
Communications,  Inc.,  for  dismissal  of 
the  above-described  "Complaint  and 
Petition”  is  denied; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant  to 
sections  201,  202,  205,  222,  and  403  of  the 
act,  the  Commission  shall  enter  upon  a 
hearing  and  investigation  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  charges  for  domestic 
telegraph  service  and  international  traf¬ 
fic;  of  the  classifications,  practices  and 
regulations  affecting  such  charges;  and 
of  the  divisions  of  charges  applicable  to 
the  landline  handling  of  international 
traffic  by  Western  Union  within  the 
continental  United  States; 

It  is  further  ordered,  ’That  the  follow¬ 
ing  carriers  are  made  parties  respondent 
in  this  proceeding:  All  America  Cables 
and  Radio,  Inc.;  Cable  and  Wireless 
(West  Indies),  Ltd.;  Canadian  National 
Telegraphs;  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company;  Commercial  Cable  Company; 
The  French  Telegraph  Cable  Company; 
Globe  Wireless  Ltd.  ;  Mackay  Radio  and 
Telegraph  Company;  Press  Wireless, 
Inc.;  RCA  Communications,  Inc.;  South 
Puerto  Rico  Sugar  Company;  Tropical 
Radio  Telegraph  Company;  United 
States-Liberia  Radio  Corporation;  and 
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The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company 
(the  International  Communications  De¬ 
partment  of  Western  Union  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  separate  entity,  as  provided  in 
section  222  (e)  (4)  of  the  act,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  proceeding) ; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  without  in 
any  way  limiting  the  scope  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  as  above  ordered,  it  shall  include 
inquiry  into  the  following  specific 
matters: 

(a)  The  lawfulness  of  the  current  di¬ 
visions  of  charges  between  Western  Un¬ 
ion  and  the  other  respondent  carriers  for 
the  landline  handling  by  Western  Union 
within  the  continental  United  States  of 
international  traffic ; 

(b)  What  changes,  if  any,  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  prescribe  or  authorize  in 
the  aforementioned  divisions  of  charges, 
and  in  this  connection, 

(i)  Whether  divisions  of  charges 
should  be  established  on  the  basis  of  uni¬ 
form  per  word  charges  applicable  to  the 
handling  of  international  traffic  within 
the  United  States,  or  whether  separate 
zones  within  the  United  States  should  be 
established  with  different  charges  appli¬ 
cable  to  handling  traffic  between  such 
zones  and  the  point  of  entry  or  exit  of 
such  traffic  to  or 'from  the  continental 
United  States, 

(ii)  Whether  minimum  message 
charges  should  be  established  for  the 
landline  handling  of  international  traffic 
on  bases  different  from  those  currently 
in  effect,  and 

(iii)  The  effect  of  any  changes  in  the 
divisions  of  charges  on  the  earnings  of 
Western  Union  and  of  the  other  respond¬ 
ent  carriers; 

(c)  Whether  Western  Union  requires 
additional  revenue  in  the  amount  sought 
in  its  “Complaint  and  Petition”  in  order 
to  satisfy  its  reasonable  requirements  for 
revenue  from  all  of  its  domestic  tele¬ 
graph  operations  in  the  continental 
United  States  and,  if  not,  whether  de¬ 
creases  should  be  made  in  the  charges 
for  domestic  telegraph  service  in  an 
amount  sufficient  to  offset,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  any  increases  which  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  or  authorized  in  the  divisions  of 
charges  to  Western  Union  for  the  land¬ 
line  handling  of  international  traffic; 

.(d)  Whether  the  charges,  classifica¬ 
tions,  practices,  and  regulations  of  the 
parties  respondent  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  this  Commission  for,  and  in 
connection  with,  handling  international 
traffic  are,  or  will  be,  lawful  under  the 
act,  and  if  not,  what  changes  should  be 
made  therein  in  view-of  their  respective 
reasonable  requirements  for  revenue  for 
handling  international  traffic,  and  in 
this  connection, 

(i)  Whether  it  is  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  under  the  act  that  charges  for 
handling  international  traffic  should  be 
authorized  or  prescribed  on  the  basis 
of  the  revenue  requirements  of  the  re¬ 
spondent  carrier,  or  carriers,  having  the 
highest  level  of  net  earnings  from  such 
services  or  on  some  other  basis,  and  if 
so,  on  what  basis,  and 

(ii)  Whether  it  is  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  under  the  act  that  the  three  oper¬ 
ating  companies. of  the  American  Cable 
and  Radio  Corporation  be  considered  as 
separate  operating  entities  or  whether 


they  should  be  treated  as  a  single  unit 
for  rate  making  purposes; 

(e)  Whether  any  Treaty  or  Executive 
Agreement  to  which  the  United  States 
is  a  party  imposes  any  limitation  on  the 
authority  of  this  Commission  under  sec¬ 
tion  201  or  .222  of  the  act  to  prescribe 
or  authorize  charges  oc,  divisions  of 
charges  for  the  landline  handling  by 
Western  Union  within  the  continental 
United  States  of  international  traffic,  or 
upon  the  authority  of  this  Commission 
to  prescribe  or  authorize  charges,  prac¬ 
tices,  classifications  or  regulations  for, 
and  in  connection  with,  international 
traffic; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  served  upon  each  respond¬ 
ent  carrier; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Western 
Union’s  “Motion”  for  certification  of  the 
record  to  the  Commission  for  Final  Deci¬ 
sion  is  denied  without  prejudice  to  the 
renewal  of  such  “Motion”  at  the  close 
of  the  hearing  herein; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  matter 
Is  designated  for  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  and  that  the  Presiding  Officer 
shall  certify  the  record  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  without  preparing  either  a  Rec¬ 
ommended  or  Initial  Decision. 

Released:  March  18, 1957. 

% 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2180;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:51a.  m.]  ' 


[Docket  Nos.  11954, 11955;  PCC  67-2431 

-American  Telephone  and  Teleqraph  Co. 

AND  RCA  Communications,  Inc. 

ORDER  DESIGNATING  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CON¬ 
SOLIDATED  HEARING  ON  STATED  ISSUES 

In  the  matter  of  the  applications  of 
American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company,  Docket  No.  11954,  File  No. 
25-C3-R-57;  for  renewal  of  license  for 
its  Dixon.  California,  International  Fixed 
Public  radiotelephone  station,  insofar  as 
it  request  renewal  authority  to  com¬ 
municate  with  Honolulu,  T.  H.  and  to  use 
the  frequencies  5077.5,  5110,  7315,  7610, 
7977.5,  9170,  10790,  13400,  14600,  15580, 
18340,  and  19220  Kc.  and  RCA  Communi¬ 
cations.  Inc.,  Docket  No.  11955,  File  No. 
886-C3-P-57;  for  a  construction  permit 
for  a  new  point-to-point  radiotelephone 
station  in  the  International  Fixed  Public 
Service  at  Bolinas,  California,  to  com¬ 
municate  with  Hawaii,  using  the  frequen¬ 
cies  5077.5,  5110,  7315,  7610,  7977.5,  9170, 
10790,  13400,  14600,  15580,  18340,  and 
19220  Kc  previously  licensed  to  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company,  and 
5185,-7730,  9490.  13720,  and  18880  Kc, 
presently  licensed  to  RCA  Communica¬ 
tions,  Inc. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  13th  day  of 
March  1957; 

The  Commission,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration: 


(a)  The  above-entitled  application 
filed  by  American  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Company  (AT&T)  on  September 
14,  1956.  for  renewal  of  license  for  its 
Dixon,  California,  International  Fixed 
Public  radiotelephone  station; 

(b)  The  above-entitled  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  application  filed  by  RCA  Com¬ 
munications,  Inc.  (RCAC)  on  October  30, 
1956,  for  a  construction  permit  for  a 
new  point-to-point  radiotelephone  sta¬ 
tion  in  the  International  Fixed  Public 
Service  at  Bolinas,  California,  to  com¬ 
municate  with  Hawaii,  requesting, 
among  other  things,  the  12  above 
referred  to  frequencies  licensed  to  AT&T 
at  Dixon,  California,  at  the  time  of  such 
application. 

(c)  A  letter  dated  November  20,  1956, 
from  the  Commission  to  AT&T,  relative 
to  its  application  for  renewal  of  license 
authority  for  its  Dixon,  California,  sta¬ 
tion.  setting  forth,  among  other  things, 
that  such  application  was  granted  except 
insofar  as  it  requests  renewal  of  author¬ 
ity  to  communicate  with  Honolulu,  T.  H., 
and  to  use  the  above-referred  to  12 
frequencies  requested  by  RCAC. 

(d)  A  letter  dated  December  3.  1956, 
from  AT&T  to  the  Commission  urging  the 
renewal  of  its  above  application  and  op¬ 
posing  a  grant  of  the  foregoing  RCAC 
application. 

(e)  Letters  dated  January  25,  1957, 
from  the  Commission  to  AT&T  and 
RCAC.  respectively,  pursuant  to  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  as  to  the  reasons  why 
such  applications  cannot  be  granted 
without  hearing. 

(f)  Letters  dated  February  19  and 
February  20,  1957,  from  AT&T  and 
RCAC,  respectively,  in  reply  to  the  fore¬ 
going  letters  from  the  Commission  dated 
January  25, 1957. 

It  appearing.  That,  both  of  the  above- 
entitled  applications  request  authoriza¬ 
tion  between  the  same  points  of  com¬ 
munication  and  in  certain  instances  use 
of  the  same  frequencies,  and  that  RCAC 
requests  that  it  be  authorized  to  operate 
the  radiotelephone  station  in  the  San 
Francisco  area,  in  lieu  of  AT&T,  for 
communication  with  Hawaii;  and 

It  further  appearing.  That,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  upon  examination  of  the  above- 
describ^  applications  of  AT&T  and 
RCAC  for  authority  to  communicate 
with  Hawaii,  and  upon  consideration  of 
all  of  the  foregoing,  is  imable  to  deter¬ 
mine  that  public  interest,  convenience 
or  necessity  would  be  served  by  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  the  application  of  AT&T  or  of 
RCAC; 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
■provisions  of  section  309  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  above-entitled  applications  are  des¬ 
ignated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  at  the  offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  Washington,  D.  C.  at  a  time  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon  the 
following  issues: 

(1)  The  present  and  expected  volume 
of- telephone  traffic  (including  originat¬ 
ing,  terminating  and  transiting  traffic) 
and  the  revenues  therefrom  between  the 
continental  United  States  and  the  areas 
in  Hawaii  being  served,  or  to  be  served, 
including: 
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of  radiotelephone  traffic;  and  furnished  by  RCAC  and  ATItT  to  points  and  relay  of  television  program  material. 

(b)  The  expected  volume  of  cable  tele*  other  than  Hawaii,  including:  At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi- 

phone  traffic.  <&>  'Hie  effect  upon  RCAC’s  operating  cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 

(2)  The  nature,  capacity,  speed,  ef-  costs  in  connection  with  the  furnishing  Washington,  D.  C.  on  Margh  13,  1957; 

flciency,  reliability,  transmission  quali-  of  services  to  such  other  points  by  RCAC;  The  Commission  having  under  consid- 

ties,  scheduled  hours  of  operation  and  (b)  The  effect  upon  RCAC’s  services  to  eration  certain  tariff  schedules  filed  by 

adequacy  of  the  existing  and  proposed  such  other  points  which  may  be  caused  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
telephone  facilities  between  the  conti-  by  not  having  available  the  12  frequen-  Company  (AT&T)  under  its  Transmit- 
nental  United  States  and  Hawaii  if  the  cies  licensed  to  AT&T  at  the  time  the  tal  No.  5377  establishing  new  and  revised 
application  of  AT&T  is  granted.  RCAC  application  was  filed,  and  re-  rates  and  regulations  applicable  to 

(3)  The  nature,  capacity,  speed,  ef-  questedby  RCAC;  and  channels  for  off-the-air  pickup  and  relay 

flciency,  reliability,  transmiKion  quali-  (c)  The  effect  on  the  services  of  of  television  program  material,  such 
ties,  scheduled  hours  of  operation  and  AT&T  to  such  other  points  which  may  tariff  schedules  being  designated  as 
adequacy  of  the  proposed  radiotelephone  be  caused  by  the  licensing  to  AT&T  of  follows: 

facilities  between  the  United  States  and  the  12  frequencies  requested  by  RCAC.  Tariff  rcc  No.  223 

Hawaii  if  the  RCAC  application  is  (12)  The  extent  to  which  any  or  all  2d  Revised  Page  «. 

granted.  of  the  above  12  frequencies  would  be  re-  2d  Revised  Page  27, 

(4)  The  nature  of  the  service  ren-  quired  by  RCAC  for  the  rendition  of  the  6th  Revised  Page  28. 

dered,  or  to  be  rendered,  by  each  of  the  proposed  service. ,  '  4th  Revised  Page  29. 

applicants  over  the  circuits  involved  in  (13)  The  promotion  of  the  most  ef-  4th  Revised  Page  30. 
the  above  applications,  including  the  ficient  and  economical  use  of  frequencies 

classes  of  service  offered  or  to  be  offered,  and  facilities  in  connection  with  the  p®?®  gg* 

the  areas  served,  or  to  be  served  thereby,  fm*nishing  of  radiotelephone  service  be-  ®  8  <»• 

the  charges  made,  or  to  be  made,  for  tween  the  continental  United  States  and  a  petition  filed  by  Collier  Electric  Corn- 

each  class  of  service,  and  the  divisions  Hawaii.  pany  on  March  5,  1957,  requesting  t^jat 

of  such  charges.  (14)  The  extent  to  which  the  RCAC  the  Commission  suspend  the  above-men- 

(5)  The  nature  of  any  contracts,  radiotelephone  facilities  would  be  used  if  tioned  revised  tariff  schedules  and  that 

agreements,  arrangements,  imderstand-  its  application  is  granted  and  the  terms  it  initiate  a  hearing  and  investigation 
ings,  and  routing  practices  already  and  conditions  under  which  such  use  into  the  lawfulness  thereof;  a  letter 
agr^  upon,  or  proposed  to  be  made,  would  be  made.  from  the  Commission  to  AT&T  dated 

between  each  of  the  applicants  and  any  (15)  The  extent  to  which  the  AT&T  February  26, 1957  concerning  the  above- 

other  carrier,  agency,  organization,  per-  radiotelephone  facilities  would  be  used  mentioned  tariff  schedules;  and  AT&T’s 
son,  or  operating  administration,  in  con-  after  cable  service  with  Hawaii  is  estab-  reply  thereto  dated  March  6,  1957;  and 
nection  with  the  operation  of  the  cir-  lished,  if  its  application  is  granted.  -  It  appearing,  that  the  Commission  is 

cults  involved  in  the  above  applications.  (16)  The  estimated  costs  of  AT&T  in  unable  to  determine  from  the  aforemen- 

(6)  Competition  in  communication  connection  with  the  furnishing  of  radio-  tioned  tariff  and  the  information 

service  (including  radiotelegraph,  radio-  telephone  service  with  Hawaii  after  cable  supplied  by  AT&T  in  connection  there- 
telephone,  and  airmail)  between  the  con-  telephone  service  is  established,  if  its  with  whether  the  charges,  regulations, 
tinental  United  States  and  the  areas  in  application  is  granted.  classifications,  and  practices  set  forth 

Hawaii  being  served,  or  to  be  served.  (17)  The  estimated  costs  of  RCAC  in  therein  are  or  will  be  lawful  under  the 

(7)  Whether  there  is  a  need  for  com-  connection  with  the  furnishing  of  the  provisions  of  sections  201  and  202  of 
petition  in  telephone  service  between  proposed  radiotelephone  service  with  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
cable  and  radio  between  the  continental  Hawaii,  if  its  application  is  granted.  amended; 

United  States  and  Hawaii.  (18)  Whether  the  effect  of  a  grant  of  It  further  apvearing,  that  under  the 

(8)  Whether  the  public  interest,  con-  the  application  of  AT&T  would  be  con-  proposed  tariff  schedules,  the  charges 

venience  and  necessity  would  better  be  trary  to  the  provisions  of  section  314  of  for  channels  offered  therein  are  based 
served  by  authorizing  operation  of  the  the.  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  upon  the  engineering  design  of  the  facil- 
radiotelephone  service  by  an  entity  other  amended,  relative  to  the  unlawful  crea-  ities  involved  in  any  given  case,  includ- 

than  one  which  will  provide  the  cable  tion  of  monopoly  in  any  line  of  ing  the  types  of  equipment,  the  location 

telephone  services.  commerce.  of  the  pickup  points  and  the  number  and 

(9)  The  past,  present  and  future  use  (19)  The  determination,  in  the  light  locationof  the  intermediate  relay  points; 

that  has  been  made,  and  is  expected  to  of  the  evidence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  that  AT&T  reserves  the  right  to  deter- 
be  made,  of  the  frequencies  requested  issues,  whether  the  public  interest,  con-  mine  all  such  engineering  factors  in 
by  the  applications  at  issue.  venience  and  necessity  would  better  be  every  case;  that,  imtil  such  determina- 

(10)  The  effects  that  a  grant  of  the  served  by  the  grant  of  the  application  of  tions  are  made  by  AT&T  in  any  given 

RCAC  application  and  a  denial  of  the  RCAC  or  of  AT&T.  case,  the  effective  charge  for  the  chan- 

AT&T  application  would  have  upon  the  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Chief,  nel  involved  cannot  be  ascertained  from 
communications  services  presently  being  Conunon  Carrier  Bureau  is  made  a  party  the  tariff;  and  that,  therefore,  questions 
furnished  by  AT&T  and  by  RCAC  to  to  the  consolidated  proceeding  herein.  are  presented  as  to  the  lawfulness  of 
points  other  than  HawaU,  including:  ir  iq«;7  said  tariff  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 

(a)  The  effect  upon  AT&Ts  operating  «eieasea.  jviarcn  lo,  lyo/.  2oi,  202  and  203  of  the  Communi- 

costs  in  connection  with  the  furnishing  Federal  Communications  cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 

of  radiotelephone  service  to  such  other  Commission,  §  61.55  ©f  the  Commission’s  rules  and 

points;  Mary  Jane  Morris,  regulations* 

Secretary.  ■  further  appearing,  that,  on  the  basis 

InformaUon  lumished  by  ATST,  the 

11 _ _  -1.  1.1 _ ii-.  a*  “'•I  nroDOsed  tariff  schedules  will  result  in 


[Docket  No.  11966:  PCC  57-244] 
American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co. 

ORDER  INSTrrUTING  HEARING  AND 

investigation 

In  the  matter  of  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company,  Docket  No. 
11956;  charges,  classifications,  regula¬ 
tions  and  practices  for  and  in  oonnec- 
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and  practices  contained  In  the  above- 
mentioned  tariff  schedules; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  without  in 
any  way  limiting  the  scope  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  it  shall  include  consideration 
of  the  following: 

1.  Whether  any  of  the  charges,  classi¬ 
fications,  regulations,  and  practices  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-mentioned  tariff 
schedules  are  or  will  be  unjust  and  un¬ 
reasonable  within  the  meaning  of  section 
201  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended; 

2.  Whether  the  above-mentioned  tariff 
schedules  will  subject  any  person  or  class 
of  persons  to  unjust  or  unreasonable 
discrimination,  or  give  any  undue  or 
unreasonable  preference  or  advantage  to 
any  person,  class  of  persons  or  locality, 
or  subject  any  person,  class  or  persons 
or  locality  to  any  undue  or  imreasonable 
prejudice  or  disadvantage  within  the 
meaning  of  section  202  (a)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended; 

3.  Whether  such  tariff  schedules  com¬ 
ply  with  the  requirements  of  section  203 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  61.55  of  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations; 

4.  Whether  the  Commission  should 
prescribe  just  and  reasonable  charges, 
classifications,  regulations,  and  practices 
or  the  maximum  or-  minimum  or  maxi¬ 
mum  and  minimum  charges  to  be  here¬ 
after  followed  with  respect  to  the  service 
governed  by  the  aforementioned  tariff 
schedules,  and,  if  so,  what  charges, 
classifications,  regulations  and  practices 

,  should  be  prescribed. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  hearing 
be  held  in  this  proceeding  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  offices  in  Washington,  D.  C.  at 
a  time  to  be  hereafter  specified;  and  that 
the  examiner  hereafter  to  be  designated 
to  preside  at  such  hearing  shall  certify 
the  record  to  the  Commission  for  deci¬ 
sion  without  preparing  either  an  Initial 
Decision  or  Recommended  Decision; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  petition 
■of  Collier  EUectric  Company  is  granted 
to  the  extent  indicated  herein  and  in  all 
other  respects  is  denied; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company  is 
hereby  made  a  party  respondent  in  the 
proceedings  herein,  and  Collier  Electric 
Company  is  hereby  granted  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  upon  filing  notice  of  its  intention 
to  participate  in  these  proceedings 
within  twenty  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  order. 

Released:  March  18,  1957. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  67-2182;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  G-12202] 

F.  A.  Caelery,  Inc. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANCE 
IN  RATES 

March  14,  1957. 

F.  A.  Callery,  Inc.  (CaUery)  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a  pro- 
No.  55  -■■■8 


posed  change  in  its  presently  effective 
rate  schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  proposed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate,  is  con¬ 
tained  in  the  following  designated  filing, 
which  is  proposed  to  become  effective  on 
the  date  shown: 

Description;  Notice  of  change  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1957. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Gallery’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  4. 

Proposed  effective  date:i  March  16,  1957. 

Callery’s  proposed  rate  change  is  based 
on  a  favored-nations  clause  in  its  con¬ 
tract  with  Texas  Gas  'A’ansmission  Cor¬ 
poration  in  the  Lewisburg  Field,  Acadia 
Parish,  Louisiana,  which,  by  its  terms, 
has  become  operative  by  the  rates  for* 
initial  service  to  Texas  Gas  in  South  Bell 
City  Field,  one  such  rate  being  that  un¬ 
der  Gulf  Refining  Company  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  24. 

In  support  of  the  increase,  Callery 
cites  the  contractual  provisions  to  the 
effect  that  if  at  any  time  Texas  Gas 
enters  into  a  contract  for  the  delivery 
of  similar  gas  within  50  miles  of  Callery’s 
delivery  point  at  a  higher  price  than  paid 
Callery,  Texas  Gas  shall  notify  Callery 
and  it  shall  receive  the  increased  price. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  theienforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-desi^ated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 
The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 

,  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  and  regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter 
I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held  upon  a  date 
to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  increased  rate  and  charge,  and. 
pending  such  hearing  and  decision  there¬ 
on,  said  supplement  be  and  it  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  August  16,  1957,  and  until  such 
further  time  as  it  is  made  effective  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas 
Aqt. 

(B)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
imtil  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  state  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 


*The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day 
after  expiration  of  the  required  thirty  days 
notice,  or  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Callery,  if  later. 


(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CTR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) . 

B^-the  Commissi(Hi. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Outride. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2137;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-12203] 

F.  A.  Callery,  Inc.,  Agent 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN 
RATES 

March  14,  1957. 

F.  A.  Callery,  Inc.,  Agent  (Callery)  on 
February  18,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  change  in  its  presently  effective 
rate  schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  proposed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate,  is  contained 
in  the  following  designated  filing,  which 
is  proposed  to  become  effective  on  the 
date  shown: 

Description: ..Notice  of  change  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1957. 

Piurchaser:  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  4  to  Callery’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  6. 

Proposed  effective  date:  *  March  21,  1957. 

Callery’s  proposed  rate  change  is  based 
on  a  favored-nations  clause  in  its  con¬ 
tract  with  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  in  the  Bayou  Mallet  Field. 
Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana,  which,  by  its 
terms,  has  become  operative  by  the  rates 
for  initial  service  to  Texas  Gas  in  South 
Bell  City  Field,  one  such  rate  being  that 
imder  Gulf  Refining  Company  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  24. 

In  support  of  the  increase,  Callery 
cites  the  contractual  provisions  to  the 
effect  that  if  at  any  time  Texas  Gas 
enters  into  a  contract  for  the  delivery  of 
similar  gas  within  50  miles  of  Callery’s 
delivery  point  at  a  higher  price  than  paid 
Callery,  Texas  Gas  shall  notify  Callery 
and  he  shall  receive  the  increased  price. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  so  pro¬ 
posed  has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or^^referential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  ordered. 
The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  and  regulations  (18  CFR.  Chapter 
I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held  upon  a  date 
to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  increased  rate  and  charge,  and, 
pending  .  such  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  said  supplement  be  and  it  is 
hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
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deferred  until  August  21, 1957,  and  unUl 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  * 

(B)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
imtil  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  imtil  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  state  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ). 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2138;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-12209] 

Magnolia  Petroleum  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANGE  IN 
RATES 

March  14, 1957. 

Magnolia  Petroleum  Company  (Mag¬ 
nolia)  on  February  13,  1957,  tendered 
for  filing  a  proposed  change  in  its  pres¬ 
ently  effective  rate  schedule  for  sales 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  pr(^x)sed  change,  which 
constitutes  an  increased  rate  tmd  charge, 
is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  undated. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate  schediile  designation:  Supplement 
No.  5  to  Magnolia’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule 
No.  42. 

Effective  date:  ^  March  15. 1957. 

Supplement  No.  5  to  Magnolia’s  FPC 
Gas’  Rate  Schedule  No.  42  includes  a 
proposed  reduction  in  rate  effective 
February  13, 1957,  to  refiect  the  decrease 
in  Texas  gas  occupation  tax.  as  well  as 
a  proposed  increase  in  rates  for  gas  sold. 

In  support  of  the  proposed  increased 
rate.  Magnolia  states  that  the  contract 
was  entered  into  in  good  faith  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  arm’s  length  negotiations  and  that 
the  long-term  contract  resulted  with  the 
installment  price  schedule  therein. 
Magnolia  also  states  that  because  of  the 
competitive  nature  of  the  producing  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  natural  gas  industry  to  deny 
the  increased  price,  which  was  based 
upon  the  “supply  and  demand  formula’’, 
would  be  confiscatory  of  the  seller’s 
property.  Magnolia  further  states  that 
the  increasing  costs  of  exploration,  pro¬ 
duction,  and  processing  of  natural  gas 
with  depletion  of  reserves,  requires  addi¬ 
tional  revenue. 

The  increased  rate  and  charge  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  aforesaid  filing  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  justified,  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  imduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential,  or  otherwise  imlawful. 


^The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day 
after  expiration  of  the  required  thirty  days 
notice  or  the  effective  date  proposed  by 
Magnolia,  If  later. 


The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement,  only  insofar  as  the  desig¬ 
nated  supplement  pertains  to  an  increase  ^ 
in  rates  for  gas  sold,  be  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  and  regulations  (18  CFR,  Chapter 
I) ,  a  public  hearing  be  held  upon  a  date 
to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  said  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  rates  and  charges;  and, 
pending  such  hearing  and  decision  there¬ 
on,  the  above-designated  supplement, 
only  insofar  as  it  pertains  to  proposed 
increase  in  rates  for  gas  sold,  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  August  15,  1967, 
and  until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
'  (f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f ) ) , 

By  the  Commission.* 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R:  Doc.  67-2139;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-12210] 

Magnolia  Petroleum  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN 
RATES 

March  14.  1957. 

Magnolia  Petroleum  Company  (Mag¬ 
nolia)  on  February  13,  1957,  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  presently 
effective  rate  schedule  for  sales  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 
The  proposed  changes,  which  constitute 
increased  rates  and  charges,  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  following  designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  change,  undated. 

Purchaser:  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation. 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  5  to  Magnolia’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  ^hedule 
No.  43. 

Effective  date:  March  15,  1957 

Supplement  No.  5  to  Magnolia’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  43  includes  an 
increase  and  reductions  in  rates  which 
refiect  the  increase  in  the  Texas  gas  oc¬ 
cupation  tax,  as  well  as  proposed  in¬ 
creases  in  rates  for  gas  sold. 


*  Commissioner  Digby  dissenting. 


In  support  of  the  proposed  increased 
rates.  Magnolia  states  that  the  contract 
was  entered  into  in  good  faith  as  the  re¬ 
sult  of  arm’s  length  negotiations  and 
that  the  long-term  contract  resulted 
with  the  installment  price  schedule 
therein.  Magnolia  also  states  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  competitive  nature  of  the 
producing  segment  of  the  natural  gas  in¬ 
dustry  to  deny  the  increased  prices, 
which  were  based  upon  the  “supply  and 
demand  formula’’  would  be  confiscatory 
of  the  seller’s  property.  Magnolia  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  the  increasing  costs  of 
exploration,  production,  and  processing 
of  natural  gas  with  depletion  of  reserves, 
requires  additional  revenue. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  aforesaid  filing  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  justified,  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
imlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  said  proposed 
change,  and  that  the  above-designated 
supplement,  only  insofar  as  the  desig¬ 
nated  supplement  pertains  to  an  increase 
in  rates  for  gas  sold,  be  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

’The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general . 
rules  and  regulations  (18  CFR  Chapter 
I),  a  public  hearing 'be  held  upon  a  date 
to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  said  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  rates  and  charges;  and, 
pending  such  hearing  and  decision  there¬ 
on,  the  above-designated  supplement, 
only  insofar  as  it  pertains  to  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  rates  for  gas  sold,  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  August  15,  1957, 
and  until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  C^FR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission.* 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride,  ^ 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2140;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:46  a.  xn.] 


[Docket  No.  E-67331 
Northern  States  Power  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION 

March  14,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  7,  1957,  an 
application  was  filed  with  the  Federal 


Thursday,  March  21,  1957 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


1901 


1  Power  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
t  203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  by  Northern 
-  states  Power  Company  (hereinafter  re- 
i  ferred  to  as  “NSP”),  seeking  an  order 
1  authorizing  it  to  acquire  all  properties, 
rights  and  assets  of  Saint  Anthony  Falls 
Water  Power  Company  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “Saint  Anthony”)  and  Min¬ 
neapolis  Mill  Company  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “Minneapolis  Mill”),  both' 

I  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  of  NSP.  NSP 
r  is  a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota  and  doing 
'  business  in  the  States  of  North  Dakota, 

:  South  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  with  its 

,  principal  business  office  at  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota.  Saint  Anthony  and  Min¬ 
neapolis  Mill  are  companies  organized 
:  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Minnesota 

and  doing  business  in  said  State  with 
their  principal  business  offices  also  at 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota.  NSP  proposes 
to  acquire  all  of  the  respective  properties 
of  its  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  Saint 
Anthony  and  Minneapolis  Mill  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  NSP  paying,  extinguishing 
or  assuming  all  of  the  respective  debts 
and  liabilities  of  Saint  Anthony  and 
Minneapolis  Mill  and  surrendering  to 
Saint  Anthony  and  Minneapolis  Mill,  re¬ 
spectively,  all  shares  of  their  outstanding 
capital  st<^k.  The  facilities  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  by  NSP  include  as  to  Saint  An¬ 
thony  its  Hennepin  Island  Hydro  Plant 
of  12,400  kw  rated  capacity  and  the  left 
bank  (or  easterly)  portion  of  the  Upper 
Dam  and  main  apron  and  the  Lower  Dam 
and  appurtenant  facilities,  and  as  to 
.  Minneapolis  Mill  the  right  bank  (or 
westerly)  portion  of  the  Upper  Dam  and 
main  apron  and  appurtenant  facilities, 
all  of  which  are  located  at  St.  Anthony 
Palls  on  the  Mississippi  River  in  the  City 
of  Minneapolis  and,  except  for  the  Lower 
Dam,  are  included  in  the  project  works 
licensed  by  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  as  Project  No.  2056.  NSP  will  ac¬ 
quire  all  of  said  facilities  and  will  not 
change  their  use  after  acquisition.  As 
soon  as  practicable  after  conveying  and 
assigning  their  respective  properties  to 
NSP,  Saint  Anthony  and  Minneapolis 
Mill  will  dissolve.  As  a  part  of  the  trans¬ 
action  Saint  Anthony  and  Minneapolis 
Mill  have  filed  application  for  approval 
of  the  transfer  of  license  for  Project  No. 
2056  to  NSP. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  the  3d 
day  of  April  1957,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 
a  petition  or  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  'The  application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

[seal]  Joseph^.  Outride, 

*  Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-2141;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


{Docket  No.  0-3123] 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  op  America 

ORDER  dismissing  APPLICATION  FOR 
REHEARING 

March  14,  1957. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural) ,  on  February  14, 1957, 


filed  an  application  for  rehearing  of  the 
order  of  the  Commission  issued  January 
15,  1957,  herein  affirming  the  December 
4,  1956,  ruling  of  the  presidmg  examiner 
rejecting  certain  proffered  evidence.  The 
proffered  evidence  was  offered  by  Na¬ 
tural  as  purported  “rebuttal”  to  the 
testimony  of  a  witness  for  the  City  of 
Chicago,  one  of  the  interveners  herein, 
and  to  “meet  the  test”  of  the  decision  in 
City  of  Detroit  v.  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  230  F.  2d  810. 

This  is  a  rate  proceeding  arising  under 
section  4  (e)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
which  was  instituted  on  September  1, 

.  1954,  when  Natural  filed  a  rate  increase. 
The  increase  was  suspended  by  order  is¬ 
sued  September  30, 1954.  Hearings  have 
been  held  herein  intermittently  since 
November  1954,  and  were  concluded  on 
January  23, 1957.  The  proceeding  now  is 
in  the  briefing  stage.  Natural  having  filed 
its  main  brief  on  March  4,  1957.  Other 
briefs  are  to  be  filed  on  April  15  and  May 
6,  1957.  Thus,  the  proceeding  is  not 
final  and  it  is  still  pending  before  the 
presiding  examiner  for  initial  decision. 

The  order  complained  of  then  is  merely 
a  preliminary  and  interlocutory  order 
at  one  stage  of  the  administrative  proc¬ 
ess,  and  is  not  an  order  of  a  definitive 
character  dealing  with  the  merits  of  the 
proceeding  before  the  Commission,  nor 
is  it  the  product  of  hearing  upon  evi¬ 
dence  and  supported  by  findings  appro¬ 
priate  to  and  dispositive  of  this  rate 
proceeding. 

The  .Commission  finds;  The  order  com¬ 
plained  of  is  but  a  preliminary  and  inter¬ 
locutory  order  and  the  application  for 
rehearing  thereof  should  be  dismissed. 

The  Commission  orders:  The  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  filed  on  February  14, 
1957,  by  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  herein  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  dismissed. 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2142;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


{Docket  Nos.  G-10527,  <3-10528] 

Nollem  On.  AND  Gas  Corp.  and  Waverly 
On.  Works  Co.,  Agent 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  14,  1957. 

In  the  matters  of  Nollem  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  G-10527; 
Waverly  Oil  Works  Company,  Agent, 
Docket  No.  G-10528. 

Take  notice  that  Nollem  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation  (Nollem),  as  Agent  and 
Operator  filed  an  application  on  June  6, 
1956,  in  Docket  No.  0-10527,  pursuant 
to  section  7  (b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
for  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  Cumberland  and  Allegheny  Gas 
Company  (Cumberland)  for  resale, 
which  sale  was  previously  authorized  by 
the  Commission  in  its  order  issued  De¬ 
cember  12,  1955,  in  Docket  No.  0-6921. 

Concurrently  therewith,  Waverly  Oil 
Works  Company  (Waverly),  as  Agent 


1  Commissioner  Digby  dissenting. 


and  Operator  filed  an  application  in 
Docket  No.  G-10528,  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  it  to  continue  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  service  proposed  to  be  aban¬ 
doned  by  Nollem  as  described  above. 

The  Commission’s  order  issued  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1955,  in  Docket  No.  G-6921 
authorized  Nollem  to  sell  natural  gas, 
from  certain  leases  legated  in  the  Roar¬ 
ing  Creek  and  Middle  Fork  Districts, 
Randolph  County,  West  Virginia,  to 
Cumberland  for  transportation  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale. 

The  applications  herein  which  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection  state  that  the  opera¬ 
tions  described  above  are  financed  by  a 
group  of  individuals  for  whom  Nollem 
acted  as  agent;  that  Nollem  was  relieved 
of  its  duties  on  December  31,  1955,  and 
that  Waverly  succeeded  Nollem  as  man¬ 
ager  in  the  operation  of  said  property 
and  as  operator  of  the  leases  involved. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to 
that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April  24,  1957, 
at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing  Room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  involved  in  and  the 
issues  presented  by  such  applications: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  Under  the  pr<x;edure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  ap¬ 
pear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CTR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  April  9,  1957.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the 
hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of 
and  concurrence  in  omission  herein  of 
the  intermediate  decision  procedure  in 
cases  where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

{P.  R,  Doc.  57-2143;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


{Docket  No.  0-10991] 

Norton  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  application  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  14. 1957. 

Take  notice  that  Norton  Oil  Company, 
Inc.,  (Norton),  a  Delaware  corporation 
with  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Shreveport,  Louisiana,  filed  a  joint  ap- 
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plication  with  Harry  !•  Morgan,  and 
Morgan  k  Norton,  a  partnership,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  collectively  as  Appli¬ 
cants.  on  August  29,  1956,  as  supple¬ 
mented  October  22,  1956,  seeking 

approval  and  authorization  pursuant  to 
sections  7  (b)  and  7  (c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  to  abandon  and  render  service 
as  hereinafter  described,  subject  to  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  joint  applica¬ 
tion  herein,  and  now  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  Joint  application  herein  requests 
that: 

(1)  Morgan  &  Norton  be  permitted  to 
abandon  service  to  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company  (United)  from  certain  leases 
in  the  Maxie  and  Pistol  Ridge  Fields  in 
Forrest,  Lamar  and  Pearl  River  Counties, 
Mississippi,  pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of 
the  act,  which  service  was  authorized 
June  22, 1955,  in  Docket  No.  G-5930;  and 

(2)  Norton  Oil  Company  and  Harry 
I.  Morgan  be  authorized  to  continue  the 
service  to  United,  pursuant  to  section  7 
(c)  of  the  act.  proposed  to  be  abandoned 
by  Morgan  li  Norton. 

The  application  states  that,  by  instru¬ 
ment  dated  August  15, 1956,  as  amended 
October  16,  1956,  Morgan  &  Norton  con¬ 
veyed  (effective  October  1,  1956)  certain 
of  its  partnership  assets,  including  the 
producing  properties  from  which  the 
sales  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-5930 
are  made,  to  the  partners  in  proportion 
to  their  interests  in  said  partnership, 
namely.  Harry  I.  Morgan,  50  percent; 
Richard  W.  Norton,  Jr.,  25  percent;  and 
Mrs.  Annie  Norton,  25  percent. 

Richmrd  W.  Norton.  Jr.,  and  Mrs. 
Annie  Norton.  \n.  turn,  by  instrument  of 
assignment  dated  August  15,  1956,  as 
amended  October  17,  1956,  conveyed 
(effective  October  1, 1956)  their  interests 
in  the  properties  acquired  from  Morgan 
li  Norton  to  Norton  Oil  Company,  Inc., 
(a  corporation  wholly  owned  by  the  two 
parties) . 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
•Federal  Power  Commission  by  section 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
April  24,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may.  aRer  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided  for, 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
by  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 


ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  April  9,  1957.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in 
the  hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver 
of  and  concurrence  in  omission  herein 
of  the  intermediate  decision  procedure 
in  cases  where  a  request  therefor  is 
made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride. 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2144;  Piled.  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-11007,  <3-110081 
Jones  Oil  and  Gas  Cor 

NOTICE  OF  applications  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARINGS 

March  14. 1957. 

Take  notice  that  Johes  Oil  and  Gas 
Company  (Applicant),  a  partnership, 
with  its  principal  place  of  business  at 
Harrisville,  West  Virginia,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  on  August  31,  1956,  in  Docket 
No.  G-11007,  for  approval  and  authority 
to  abandon  service,  as  'hereinafter 
described,  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application. 

Pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act.  Applicant  seeks  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  to 
Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Company 
(Manufacturers)  for  resale,  from  Appli¬ 
cant’s  S.  A.  Smith  Lease  located  in  the 
,  Murphy  District,  Ritchie  County,  West 
Virginia,  which  sale  was  previously  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  G-4967. 

On  September  4,  1956,  Applicant  filed 
an  application  in  Docket  No.  G-11008, 
pursuant  to  section  7  (c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  for  authority  to  render  the 
above  described  service  to  Hope  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Hope)  in  lieu  of 
Manufacturers. 

Applicant  in  Docket  No.  G-11007 
states  that  the  line  pressure  of  Manu¬ 
facturers’  system  is  too  high  to  permit 
an  adequate  fiow  of  gas  from  the  Smith 
Lease,  while  Hope’s  line  pressure  is  much 
lower,  thus  enabling  Applicant  to  pro¬ 
duce  gas  in  a  greater  volume  and  for  a 
longer  time  and  increase  the  total 
amount  of  gas  recoverable.  Applicant 
recites,  furthermore,  that  its  line  from 
the  lease  to  Manufacturers’  transmis¬ 
sion  system  involves  a  river  crossing 
which  has  been  costly  to  maintain, 
whereas  in  making  the  sale  to  Hope, 
Applicant  will  maintain  a  much  shorter 
line  from  the  lease  to  the  point  of  sale 
and  will  eliminate  any  river  crossing. 
In  support  of  its  abancionment  applica¬ 
tion.  Applicant  has  submitted  a  letter 
dated  August  21,  1956,  from  Manufac¬ 
turers  wherein  Manufacturers  agrees  to 
the  cancellation  of  the  contract  covering 
the  subject  service. 

The  ai^lications  herein  are  on  file 
with  the  Coiflmission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  ap¬ 


plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April 
24,  1957  at  9:30  a.  m.,  'e.  s.  t..  in  a  Hear¬ 
ing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plications:  Provided,  however,  that  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contestM 
hearing  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  pro¬ 
cedure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

•  Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
April  9,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gxttride. 

Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-2145;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  <3-110761 
George  H.  Coates  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

March  14,  1957. 

In  the  matter  of  George  H.  Coates  and 
Hugh  Kirkpatrick,  and  Sunray  Mid- 
Continent  Oil  Company;  D<x:ket  No. 
0-11076. 

Take  notice  that  George  H.  Coates  and 
Hugh  Kirkpatrick  (Coates  and  Kirkpat¬ 
rick),  and  Sunray  Mid-Ck>ntinent  Oil 
Company  (Sunray) ,  with  their  principal 
place  of  business  in  San  Antonio,  Texas, 
Mission,  Texas,  and  Tulsa,  Oklahoma, 
respectively,  filed  a  joint  application  of 
September  13,  1956,  pursuant  to  section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  for  permission 
and  authority  to  abandon  and  render 
service  as  hereinafter  described,  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Ccnnmission,  all 
as  more  fully  represented  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  jDn  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

By  the  Joint  application  herein,  Coates 
and  Kirkpatrick  seek  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  7  (b)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  to  abandon  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
to  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Tennessee)  for  resale  frcun  the  W.  A. 
Anderson  Lease  located  in  the  Willow 
Creek  Field,  Refugio  County,  Texas, 
which  sale  was  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  D<x^ket  No.  G-8822. 

Jointly  therewith,  Sunray  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  pursuant  to  section  7  (c)  of 


Thursday,  March  21,  1957 
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the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  continue  the  Btu  basis  for  the  respective  rate  sched- 
service  to  Tennessee  proposed  to  be  ules  from  1150  to  1000  Btu.  and  also 
abandoned  by  Coates  and  Kirkpatrick,  purport  to  modify  the  presently  efEective 
The  parties  state  that  Sunray,  by  pur-  tariffs  with  respect  to  zone  differentials 
chase  and  assignment,  has  now  sue-  and  for  the  purposes  of  clarification  and 
ceeded  Coates  and  Kirkpatrick  in  owner-  .  uniformity  with  the  PPC  Gas  Tariffs  of 
ship  of  the  above-mentioned  W.  A.  affiliated  companies  in  the  Columbia  Gas 
Anderson  Lease  dedicated  to  the  gas  System. 

sales  contract  covering  the  sale  of  gas  In  support  of  its  proposed  increased 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-8822.  rates  and  application  for  waiver  of  the 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis-  30-day  notice  requirements  Atlantic 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under  states  that  its  supplier,  United  Fuel  Gas 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and  Company  (United  Fuel) ,  on  February  13, 
to  that  end:  .  1957,  filed  increased  rates  which  would 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to  increase  Atlantic’s  cost  of  gas  purchased, 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  based  upon  the  volumes  purchased  dur- 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  ing  twelve  months  ended  October  31, 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  1956,  by  approximately  $3,950,000.  At- 

and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  lantic’s  increased  rate  filings  are  based 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro-  upon  the  fact  that  its  supplier.  United 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  April  Fuel,  filed  increased  rates  effective  Feb- 
24,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hear-  ruary  14,  1957,  which,  in  tum,'are  based 
ing  Room  the  Federal  Power  Commis-  upon, the  filing  of  increased  rates  and 
Sion.  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  charges  by  its  supplier,  Tennessee  Gas 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved  Transmission  Company  (Tennessee)  to 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  become  effective  on  that  date.  However, 
application:  Provided,  however.  That  the  the  latter  company’s  filings  have  been 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested  suspended  until  July  14,  1957,  in  Docket 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceeding  pur-  No,  G-1 1,980  by  order  issued  February  13, 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1)  1957.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  princi- 

or  (2)  of  the*  Commission’s  rules  of  prac-  pal  justification  for  Atlantic’s  rate  filings 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure  is  based  upon  Tennessee’s  suspended  rate 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise  ad-  filings,  to  that  extent  there  is  no  support 
vised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Appli-  lor  Atlantic’s  request  for  increased  rates 
cants  to  appear  or  be  represented  at  the  as  of  February  14,  1957  and  its  filings 
hearing.  should,  therefore,  be  suspended. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may  The  Commission  orders: 

be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com-  (A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con- 

mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord-  tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  Gas  Act,  a  public  hearing  be  held  at  a 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  date  to  be  designated  by- notice  from  the 
before  April  9, 1957.  Failure  of  any  party  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  in  a  Hear- 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear-  i^  Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis- 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
concurrence  in  ommission  herein  of  the  D.  C.,  concerning  the  lawfulness  eff  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases  rates,  charges,  classifications,  and  serv- 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made.  ices  contained  in  Atlantic’s  PPC  Gas 

r<;FAT  1  JOSEPH  H  GuTBiDi:  contracts  related  thereto,  as 

[SEAL]  JOSEPH  M.  GOTMDE,  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  afore- 

^ecreiary.  mentioned  tendered  rate  filings,  as  set 
IF.  R.  Doc.  57-2146;  Piled,  Mar.  *20,  1957;  forth  in  paragraph  (B)  hereto., 

8:47  a.  m.i  (B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  de- 


[Doclcet  No.  0-12185] 

Uirrrra  Fuel  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  REVISED  TARIFF 
AND  PROVIDING  TOR  HEARING 

March  14,  1957. 

United  Fuel  Gas  Company  (United 
Fuel) ,  Ml  February  13, 1957,  tendered  for 
filing  Fifth  Revised  Volume  No.  1  to  its 
FFC  Gas  Tariff,  proposing,  among  other 
things,  an  increase  in  rates  and  charges 
of  $10,965,605,  or  10.0  percent,  a  year 
more  than  the  rates  currently  in  effect. 
United  Fuel  requests  an  effective  date  of 
February  14,  1957,  -or,  if  suspension  is 
ordered,  to  limit  the  period  of  suspension 
to  coincide  with  the  terminal  date — July 
14,  1957 — of  the  suspension  of  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  filed  by  its  supplier,  Tennessee 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation  (Tennes¬ 
see  Gas) ,  in  Docket  No.  G-I1980. 

The  proposed  increase  in  rates  and 
charges  is  principally  based  upon  a  rate 
increase  application  recently  filed  by 
Tennessee  Gas,  which  was  suspended  by 
an  order  issued  February  13,  1957,  in 
Docket  No.  G-1 1980.  United  Fuel  also 
claims  return  at  a  rate  of  6%  percent  on 
a  rate  base  computed  on  a  year-end  utili¬ 
ty  investment  in  plant,  increased  depre¬ 
ciation  expenses,  increased  wages  and 
salaries,  increased  rates  for  gas  pur¬ 
chased  locally  and  in  Louisiana,  and  in¬ 
creased  costs  of  transportation  to  be  paid 
to  Gulf  Interstate  Gas  Company. 

Comments  have  been  received  from  a 
large  number  of  the  distribution  com¬ 
panies  and  regulatory  commissions  af¬ 
fected.  most  of  them  requesting  suspen¬ 
sion  and  making  various  criticisms  of  the 
proposed  increase  in  rates. 

Since  the  proposed  rate  increase  by 
Tennessee  Gas  has  been  suspended  and 
has  not  been  shown  to  be  justified.  United 
Fuel’s  reliance  on  the  proposed  increase 
by  Tennessee  Gas  is  subject  to  the  same 
infirmity.  Additionally,  United  Fuel  has 
not  fully  supported  oUier  aspects  of  its 
pre^osed  rate  increase,  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  rate  of  return,  plant  invest¬ 
ment,  depreciation  expense,  wages  and 
salaries,  purchased  gas  costs  and  trans¬ 
portation  expense. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  revised  Gas  Tariff  ten¬ 
dered  by  United  Fuel  on  February  13, 
1957,  have  not  been  shown  to  be  justified 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  tmlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and 
to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the 
Commission  enter  upon  a  hearing  con¬ 
cerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed 
changes  in  rates,  charges,  classifications, 
or  services,  and  that  the  above-desig¬ 
nated  revised  Gas  Tariff  be  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sectiMis  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general 
.  rules  and  regulations  thereunder  (18 
CFR,  Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  cMiceming  the  law- 
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fulness  of  said  proposed  changes  in  rates, 
charges,  classifications,  or  services,  and, 
pending  such  hearing  and  decision 
thereon.  United  Thiel's  Fifth  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  to  its  PPC  Gas  Tariff  be 
and  it  is  hereby  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  until  July  14,  1957,  and 
until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made  ef¬ 
fective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  Neither  the  revised  volume  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  Gas  Tariff  sought  to 
be  altered  thereby  shall  be  changed  until 
this  proceeding  has  been  disposed  of  or 
until  the  period  of  suspension  has  ex¬ 
pired,  imless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (IB^CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)). 

By  the  Commission.* 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P,  R.  Doc.  67-2148;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-121971 

Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  CHANGES  IN 
RATES 

March  14.  1957. 

On  February  13,  1957,  The  Manufac¬ 
turers  light  and  Heat  Company,  (Manu¬ 
facturers)  submitted  for  filing  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  Revised  Volume  No. 
1,  which  supersedes  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  The  tariff 
changes  proposed  by  Manufacturers  in¬ 
volve  an  estimated  annual  increase  in 
rates  and  charges  approximating  $1,789,- 
000  or  7.3  percent,  based  upon  operations 
for  the  year  ended  October  31,  1956,  as 
adjusted,  above  the  rates  contained  in  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume 
No.  1. 

In  support  of  such  proposed  increased 
rates.  Manufacturers  states  that  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Tennessee)  has  filed  for  increased  rates 
effective  February  14,  1957,  and  as  Ten¬ 
nessee  is  a  direct  supplier  of  Manu¬ 
facturers  and  is  a  major  supplier  of 
United  Fuel  Gas  Company  (United 
Fuel)  and  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Hope) ,  from  whom  Manufacturers  buys 
gas,  and  United  Fuel,  which  is  the  sole 
supplier  of  Atlantic  Seaboard  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Atlantic),  from  whom  Manufac¬ 
turers  also  buys  gas,  Tennessee’s  increase 
has  the  effect  of  directly  and  indirectly 
increasing  Manufacturers’  costs  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas.  The  rate  increase  filed  for 
by  Tennessee  was  suspended  until  July 
14,  1957  by  order  of  the  Commission 
issued  February  13,  1957  in  Docket  No. 
G-11980.  Manufacturers  also  claims  in¬ 
creased  operating  expenses  and  6% 
percent  rate  of  return  (instead  of  6^ 
percent  agreed  upon  in  the  settlement  of 
Docket  No.  G-2453  approved  by  order 

*  Commissioner  Connole  concurring  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part.  Statement  filed  as 
part  of  original  document. 


issued  November  3,  1956)  on  a  rate  base 
which  includes  year  end  plant  balances. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  foregoing  filing  tendered 
by  Manufacturers  have  not  been  shown 
to  be  justified  and  may  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
preferential  or  otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  Uie  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  changes  proposed 
in  the  above-designated  revised  tariff 
and  that  said  tariff  be  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  and  15  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  general 
rules  and  regulations  [18  CFR,  Chapter 
I],  a  public  hearing  be  held,  upon  a  date 
to  be  fixed  by  notice  from  the  Secretary, 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  said  pro¬ 
posed  changes  in  rates,  charges,  classifi¬ 
cations,  or  services;  and,  pending  such 
hearing  and  decision  thereon  Manu¬ 
facturers’  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  is  hereby  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  until  July 
14,  1957,  and  until  such  further  time  as 
it  may  be  made  effective  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §  §  1.8  and  1.37 
(f)  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f))  of  the 
Conunission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2149;  Filed,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-12198] 

Home  Gas  Co. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  REVISED  TARIFF 
AND  PROVIDING  FOR  HEARING 

March  14, 1957. 

Home  Gas  Company  (Home)  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  tendered  for  filing  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  superseding  its  PPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  proposing 
increases  in  rates  and  charges  aggre¬ 
gating  approximately  $672,687,  or  6.5 
percent,  based  on  sales  of  natural  gas 
for  the  12-month  period  ending  October 
31.  1956. 

On  February  13,  1957,  five  inter¬ 
connected  pipeline  companies  of  the 
Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  filed  revised 
PPC  Gas  Tariffs  proposing  increases  in 
their  wholesale  rates;  namely.  Home, 
’The  Manufacturers  Light  and  Heat  Com¬ 
pany  (Manufacturers) ,  United  Fuel  Gas 
Company  (United  Fuel),  Atlantic  Sea¬ 
board  Corporation  (Atlantic  Seaboard), 
and  Kentucky  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Kentucky  Gas).  The  proposed 
rate  increase  of  United  Fuel  is  based 
primarily  upon  a  rate  increase  applica¬ 
tion  recently  filed  by  Tennessee  Gas 
Transmission  Company  which  was  sus¬ 


pended  until  July  14,  1957,  by  order  is¬ 
sued  February  13,  1957,  in  Docket  No. 
G-11980.  The  changes  proposed  by 
Atlantic  Seaboard  and  Kentucky  Gas  are 
based  on  the  above  increase  of  United 
Fuel,  and  the  change  of  Manufacturers 
is  based  on  the  above  rate  increeuses  of 
Tennessee  Gas  and  United  Fuel  as  well 
as  a  rate  increase  tendered  by  Hope 
Natural  Gas  Company  which  resulted 
from  the  Tennessee  Gas  increase;  and 
the  change  filed  by  Home  is  based  on 
the  above  increase  applied  for  by 
Manufacturers. 

In  support  of  its  proposed  increase 
Home  submitted  cost  data  for  the  year 
ended  October  31.  1956,  with  adjust¬ 
ments.  The  adjustments  include  among 
other  things,  (1)  increase  in  cost  of  pur¬ 
chased  gas,  (2)  increased  taxes,  (3)  in¬ 
creased  depreciation  expenses,  and  (4) 
increased  wages  and  salaries.  Home  also 
claims  a  rate  of  return  of  6%  percent 
and  associated  income  taxes. 

Home  also  proposes  and  requests  that 
its  tendered  filing  be  allowed  to  become 
effective  £is  of  February  14,  1957,  or  such 
other  date  coincident  with  the  date  on 
which  Manufacturers’  proposed  in¬ 
creased  rates  and  charges  are  permitted 
to  become  effective. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
posed  by  Manufacturers  are  being  sus¬ 
pended  concurrently  herewith  to  July 
14.  1957,  in  Docket  No.  G-12197.  'The 
extent  to  which  such  claimed  increased 
costs  of  Home  will  be  incurred  cannot, 
therefore,  be  fully  ascertained  until  such 
time  as  the  reasonableness  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in  its .  suppliers’  rates  is  de¬ 
termined. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
vided  in  said  proposed  tariff  of  Home 
have  not  been  shown  to  be  justified  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  and  services  contained  in 
Home’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Vol- 
lune  No.  1,  and  that  said  proposed  re¬ 
vised  tariff  and  the  rates  contained 
therein  be  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Commission  by  sec¬ 
tions'  4  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  including  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR,  Chap¬ 
ter  I) .  a  pubUc  hearing  be  held,  at  a  time 
and  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  fromjthe 
Secretary  of  this  Commission,  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  and  services  contained  in 
Home’s  PPC  (Sas  Tariff,  Second  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  as  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Home’s  proposed  PPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 
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hereby  is  suspended  and  its  use  deferred 
until  July  14,  1957,  unless  otherwise  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Commission,  and  until  such 
further  time  thei-eafter  as  it  may  be 
made  effective  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Interested  state  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.37  (f) ). 

By  the  Commission.' 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2150;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  G-12199] 

Kentucky  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

ORDER  SUSPENDING  PROPOSED  REVISED  TARIFF 
AND  PROVIDING  FOR  HEARING 

March  14,  1957. 

Kentucky  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Kentucky)  a  subsidiary  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Gas  System,  Inc.,  on  February  13, 
1957  submitted  for  filing  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
superseding  Original  Volume  No.  1 
which  revision  proposes  certain  changes 
in  its  tariff  provisions  and  increases  in 
its  rates  and  charges  aggregating  ap¬ 
proximately  $2,380,151  or  8.3  percent  per 
annum  based  upon  sales  made  by  its 
predecessor  and  affiliate  Central  Ken¬ 
tucky  Natural  Gas  Company  (Central) 
for  the  year  ending  October  31,  1956. 
Kentucky,  effective  January  1,  1957  and 
pursuant  to  proper  authority  acquired 
Central’s  storage  and  transmission  facil¬ 
ities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission.  The  proposed  increases 
are  in  addition  to  the  increased  rates 
subject  to  refund  under  Docket  Nos. 
G-2450  and  G-5476.  Such  rates  have 
been  reduced  by  settlement  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  approved  by  the  Comj|pission  by 
order  issued  March  11, 1957. 

Kentucky  states  that  the  proposed  in¬ 
creases  in  its  rates  are  primarily  due  to 
the  proposed  rate  increases  reflected  in 
the  revised  tariff  submitted  for  filing 
contemporaneously  herewith  in  Docket 
No.  G-12195  by  its  principal  supplier. 
United  Fuel  Gas  Company  (United), 
which  latter  increases  in  turn  are  stated 
to  be  required  primarily  to  offset  the  pro¬ 
posed  increased  costs  of  gas  to  United 
advanced  by  its  main  supplier,  Tennessee 
Gas  Transmission  Company  (Tennessee) 
in  a  filing  tendered  on  January  14,  1957 
and  suspended  imtil  July  14,  1957  by 
order  issued  February  13,.  1957,  in  Docket 
No.  G-11980.  Kentucky  also  claims 
6%  percent  rate  of  return  on  a  rate  base 
inclusive  of  year-end  plant  balances,  and 
increased  operating  expenses,  deprecia¬ 
tion  expense  and  taxes. 

Kentucky  requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements  provided  imder  §  154.51  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  proposes  that 
its  tendered  filing  become  effective  on 
February  14,  1957,  or  such  other  date 
coincident  with  the  date  on  which 


^  Commissioner  Connole  concxirrlng  in  part 
and  dissenting  in  part.  Statement  filed  as 
part  of  original  document. 


United’S  proposed  rate  increase  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective. 

By  order  issued  March  1957  in  Docket 
No.  G-12195,  the  Commission  has  ordered 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  increased  rates  proposed  by  United, 
and  pending  such  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  has  sui^nded  and  deferred  the 
use  of  United’s  proposed  increased  rates 
until  July  14,  1957,  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Commission,  and  until 
such  further  time  thereafter  that  such 
proposed  increased  rates  may  be  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act.  Kentucky’s  proposed 
increases  are  almost  entirely  dependent 
upon  and  can  be  supported  only  by  rely¬ 
ing  upon  the  effectiveness  of  the  rate 
increase  of  its  supplier,  and  should  there¬ 
fore  be  suspended  pending  determination 
of  said  effectiveness. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges,  classifi¬ 
cations,  and  services  contained  in  Ken¬ 
tucky’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  and  that  said  proposed  re¬ 
vised  tariff  be  suspended  and  the  use 
thereof  deferred  as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Commission  by  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 

.  and  the  Commission’s  regulations  imder 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  including  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  Cm,  Chapter 
I),  a  public  hearing  be  held,  at  a  time 
and  date  to  be  fixed  by.  notice  from  the 
Secretary  of  this  Commission,  concern¬ 
ing  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  .and  services,  contained 
in  Kentucky’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon  Kentucky’s  proposed  FTC 
Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1 
hereby  is  suspended,  and  its  use  deferred 
until  July  14,  1957  unless  otherwise 
ordered  by  the  Cmnmission,  and  until 
such  further  time  thereafter  as  it  may  be 
made  effective  in*  the  manner  prescribe<L, 
by  t2ie  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Interested  State  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§  1.8  and  1.37 
(f )  of  the  Ccanmission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  apd  1.37  (f) ) . 

By  the  Commission.* 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2151;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  156] 

Motor  Carrier  Applications 

March  15,  1957. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  and  by 


brokers  under  sectimis  206,  209,  and  211 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
certain  other  procedural  matters  with 
respect  thereto.  (Federal  Register,  Vd- 
ume  21,  pages  7339,  7340,  S  1.241,  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1956.) 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m..  United  States  standard 
time  (or  9:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  local  daylight 
saving  time,  if  that  time  is  observed), 
unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

OR  Pre-Hearing  Ck)NFERENCE 

MOTOR  carriers  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub  No.  157),  filed 
March  1,  1957,  ROADWAY  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  147  Part  Street,  P.  O.  Box  471, 
Akron  9,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
William  O.  Turney,  2001  Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
rier,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  serving. the  site  of 
the  new  Ford  Company  Plant  located  in 
Brownhelm  Township,  Lorain  County, 
Ohio,  as  an  off -route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  between  Cleveland,  Ohio  and 
Norwalk,  Ohio  over  Ohio  Highways  254, 

.  57,  113  and  61.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in  Ohio. 
Texas,  Oklahoma,  Indiana,  Missouri, 
Michigan,  Kansas,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Georgia,- 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Virginia,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  and  Connecti¬ 
cut. 

HEARING:  April  26, 1957,  in  Room  255, 
New  Post  Office  Bldg.,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if  the 
Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici¬ 
pate,  before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  3009  (Sub  No.  22) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1957,  WEST  BROTHERS,  INC., 
706  East  Pine  Street,  Hattiesburg,  Miss. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Dudley  W.  Conner, 
Conner  Bldg.,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  transporting:  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  the  junction 
of  U.  S.  Highwa3rs  45  and  84  (near  State 
Line,  Miss.),  and  the  jimction  of  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  5  and  U.  S.  Highway  43 
at  Wagarville,  Ala.:  from  junction  U.  S. 
Highways  45  and  84  (near  State  Line, 
Miss.) ,  over  U.  S.  Highway  84  to  junction 
Alabama  Highway  5  and  U.  S.  Highway 
43  at  Wagarville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  similar  operations  in  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  and  Alabama. 

‘HEARING:  April  19,  1957,  at  the 
Robert  E.  Lee  Hotel,  Jackson,  Miss.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  14. 

No.  MC  8681  (Sub  No.  54) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1957,  WESTERN  AUTO 
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TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  430  South  Navajo 
Street.  Denver  9.  Colo.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Automobiles 
and  trucks,  in  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  (1)  from  New  Orleans, 
La.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montona,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Nevada.  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
C^lahoma,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington  and 
Wyoming;  (2)  from  Houston  and  Gal¬ 
veston.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  Cali¬ 
fornia.  Colorado,  Idaho.  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota.  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota,  Ok¬ 
lahoma.  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah.  Washington  and  Wyoming;  (3) 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Kansas.  Missouri  and  Nebraska;  and 
(4)  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota.  Montana, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Utah  and  Wyoming.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Nevada.  New  Mexico.  Oregon,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  May  22,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  9787  (Sub  No.  17).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  21.  1957,  STANTON  TRANSPOR-^ 
TATION  CO.,  a  Corporation.  Craig, 
Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:*  Marion  F. 
Jones,  526  Denham  Building,  Denver  2, 
Colo.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies,  used  in.  or  in 
connection  with,  the  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  production,  refining,  manufacture, 
proceskng,  storage,  transmission,  and 
distribution  of  natural  gas  and  petrole¬ 
um.  and  their  products  and  by-products, 
and  machinery,  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  construction,  operations,  re¬ 
pair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  pipelines,  except  the  string¬ 
ing  or  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection 
with  main  or  trunk  pipelines,  (1)  between 
points  in  Idaho,  Washington  and  Oregon; 
and  (2)  between  points  in  Idaho,  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka.  North  Dakota,  New  Mexico.  South 
Dakota,  Colorado.  Wyoming,  Utah  and 
Nevada.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Colo¬ 
rado.  Montana.  Nebraska.  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  May  23,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House.  Denver,  Colo.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Chmningham. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub  No.  65) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1957.  TRANSAMERICAN 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1700  North 
Waterman  Avenue.  Detroit  9,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Howell  Ellis.  520 
Illinois  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  loose  bulk 
commodities;  livestock;  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  except  small  arms  ammuni¬ 


tion;  currency,  bullion;  commodities 
that  are  contaminating  or  injurious  to 
other  lading;  commodities  exceeding 
ordinary  equipment  and  loading  facili¬ 
ties,  between  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and 
junction  U.  S.  Highways  52  and  41,  over 
U.  S.  Highway  41,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  and  serving  no  new  points,  as  an  . 
alternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only,  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  between 
Detroit,  Mich.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
between  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  Chicago.  HI. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Connecticut,  Hlinois,  Indiand, 
Iowa,  Kentucky.  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennslyvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  May  8,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  72,  or  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub  No.  66),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1957,  TRANSAMERICAN 

FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1700  North 
Waterman  Avenue,  Detroit  9,  Mich.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  HdVell  Ellis,  520  Illi¬ 
nois  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  loose  bulk 
commodities;  livestock;  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  except  small  arms  ammuni¬ 
tion;  currency;  bullion;  commodities 
that  are  contaminating  or  injurious  to 
other  lading;  commodities  exceeding  or¬ 
dinary  equipment  and  loading  facilities, 
between  Lebanon,  Ind.,  and  Richmond, 
Ind.,  from  Lebanon  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  32  to  Noblesville,  Ind.,  thence  over 
Indiana  Highway  32  to  Muncie,  Ind., 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  35  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  no  new  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
'for  operating  convenience  only,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular  route  operations  between  Dayton, 
Ohio,  and  Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Connecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
.Minnesota,  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  May  7,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  72,  or  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Cimningham. 

No.  MC  13087  (Sub  No.  14),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1957,  FRED  J.  ST(X:KBERGER, 
doing  business  as  STOCKBEROER 
TRANSFER  &  S'TORAGE,  524  Second 
Street  SW.,  Mason  City,  Iowa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  A.  Landau,  1307 
East  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines  16,  Iowa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Complete  liquid  fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Mason  CTity,  Iowa 
to  points  in  Minnesota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin,  and  sulphuric  acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Mason  City, 
Iowa  to  points  in  Minnesota.  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  fer¬ 


tilizer  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Mason  City, 
Iowa. 

HEARING:  May  13,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Bldg.,  Fifth  and  Court  Ave¬ 
nues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Examiner 
Jftin0s  I  Cftrr 

No.  MC  20793  (Sub  No.  26) .  filed  March 
5, 1957,  WAGNER  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
Jobstown,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive ;  G.  Donald  Bullock,  Box  146,  Wyn- 
cote.  Pa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  , 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Brick,  from  points  in 
Prince  William  County,  Va.,  and  points  in 
the  Washington,  D.  C.,  Commercial  Zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  oast  of  U,  S. 
Highway  15,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  those 
in  the  New  York,  N.  Y.  Commercial  Zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  points  in 
Westchester  County  and  those  on  Long 
Island,  N.  Y.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland.  Virginia, 
Connecticut,  Maine,  Vermont,  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania',  New  York,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  24.  1957.  at  the  Offi¬ 
ces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  25567  (Sub  No.  40) .  filed  March 

II,  1957,  HANCOCK-TRUCKING,  IN- 
(DORPORATED  (Sheldon  A.  Key,  Trus¬ 
tee)  ,  1917  West  Maryland  Street,  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ferdi¬ 
nand  Bom,  708  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  For  au¬ 
thority,  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  site  of  the  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 
pany  plant  (to  be  known  as  the  Lorain 
Assembly  Plant) ,  located  in  Brownhelm 
Township,  Lorain  County,  Ohio,  at  or 
near  the  intersection  of  U.  S.  Highway 
6  and  Baumhart  Road,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Cleveland.  Ohio, 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  25567  (Sub  No.  25). 

HEARING:  April  26, 1957,  in  Room  255, 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate.  before  Examiner  R^e 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub  No.  96),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1957,  DALLAS  &  MAVIS  FOR¬ 
WARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  West  Sample 
Street,  South  Bend,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Charles  Pieroni,  523  Johnson 
Building,  Muncie,  Ind.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Street  sweep¬ 
ers  and  construction,  excavating  and 
road-building  equipment,  including 
cranes,  motor  graders,  road  rollers,  and 
tractors,  and  attachments  and  parts  of 
all  such  machinery  moving  .with  the 
units  being  transported,  between  Aurora, 

III. ,  and  points  within  five  miles  thereof, 
to  all  points  in  the  United  States  and  the 
Territory  of  Alaska.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  to  all  points  in  the  United  States. 
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HEARING:  April  19,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washin^n,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  32838  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1957.  WEAVER  W.  SCHERPP, 
doing  business  as  SCHERPF’S  TRUCK 
line,  305  East  Main,  California,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  R.  Rose,  Jeffer¬ 
son  City,  Mo.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  orer  a  regular 
route,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  conunodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Belle,  Mo.,  and  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kans.,  from  Belle  over  Missouri 
Highway  28  to  the  junction  of  U.  S. 
Highway  63,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
63  to  the  junction  of  U.  S.  Highway  50, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  50  to  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  thence  over  city  streets  to 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Vienna,  Preeburg  and  West¬ 
phalia,  Mo.,  and  the  off-route  point  of 
.the  Kingsford-CHiarcoal  Co.,  5  miles 
south  of  Belle,  Mo.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Missouri,  Kansas,  and  Illinois. 

HEARING:  May  17.  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kajisas  City,  Mo.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  36,  or  if  the  Joint  Board  waives 
its  right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  40302  (Sub  No.  23),  filed 
March  7,  1957,  FEDERAL  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  4930  North  Pennsylvania  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Ferdinand  Bom,  708  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  transporting:  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  site  of  the  Ford 
Motor  Company  plant  (to  be  known  as 
the  Lorain  Assembly  Plant)  located  in 
Brownhelm  Township,  Lorain  County, 
Ohio  at  or  near  the  intersection  of  U.  S. 
Highway  6  and  Baumhart  Road,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  between  Toledo,  Ohio  and  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Michi¬ 
gan.  Indiana,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and 
Missouri. 

HEARING:  April  26,  1957,  in  Room 
255,  New  Post  OfiBce  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Reece 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  ‘:4592  (Sub  No.  18) ,  filed  March 
4,  1957,  MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO..  INC..  537  West  27th 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  arti¬ 
cles  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading  and  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  serving  the 
site  of  the  new  plant  of  the  Ford  Motor 
Company  to  be  located  in  Brownhelm 
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Township,  near  Lorain,  Ohio,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
Detroit,  Mich.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Connecticut,  Kentucky,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
and  Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  April  26.  1957,  in  Room 
255,  New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Reece 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  48479  (Sub  No.  10) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1957,  FRIGIDWAYS,  INC., 
P.  O.  Box  2387,  529  East  Brooks  Avenue, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Prank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  Transportation 
Building,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Michigan  to 
points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Wisconsin, 
North  Dakota.  South  Dakota.  Kansas, 
Nebraska.  Missouri,  West  Virginia,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  upper  peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan. 

HEARING:  May  7, 1957,  at  the  Federal. 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
sJdQiss  I  C&rr 

No.  MC  50132  (Sub  No.  18) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15.  1957,  CENTRAL  &  SOUTHERN 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  Fourth  and  Morris 
Streets;  Caseyville,  Ill.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Urea,  (agricul¬ 
tural  grade)  from  Woodstock,  Tenn.,  to 
points  in  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Minnesota.  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Tennessee  and  Wisconsin.  Ain>licant  is 
authorized  to  transport  specified  com¬ 
modities.  (other  than  urea),  in  Illinois, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  Tennessee,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  North  and  South  Carolina. 
Nebraska.  Kansas,  Mississippi,  Alabama. 
Georgia,  Indiana.  Virginia,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  May  15,  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick.  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  (Cunningham. 

No.  MC  52460  (Sub  No.  40) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  18. 1957,  HUGH  BREEDING,  INC., 
1420  West  35th  Street.  P.  O.  Box  9515, 
Tulsa,  Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  W.  Wrape,  Sterick  Building. 
Memphis,  Tenn.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement  add  mix 
and  concrete  add  mix  (known  as  Septa- 
mene),  liquid,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles, 
(1)  between  Tulsa,  Okla.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  Springs  and  Pueblo,  Colo.,  points 
in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas,  points  in  that 
area  of  Arkansas  bounded  on  the  north 
by  U.  S.  Highway  64  and  on  the  east  by 
U.  S.  Highway  65,  including  points  on 
said  highways,  and  points  in  Arkansas 
within  10  miles  of  Little  Rock,  Ark., 
points  in  that  area  of  Missouri  bounded 
on  the  north  by  U.  S.  Highway  54  and 
on  the  east  by  U.  S.  Highway  65.  in¬ 
cluding  points  on  the  said  highways,  and 
points  in  that  area  of  Texas  west  of  U.  S. 
Highway  83  and  north  of  U.  S.  Highway 
180,  including  points  on  the  said  high¬ 
ways,  and  (2)  from  Austin.  Tex.,^  Tulsa. 
Okla.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 


port  specified  commodities  (not  includ¬ 
ing  the  commodities  herein  sought),  in 
Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Arkansas,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico.  Texas,  Tennessee,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  and  Illinois. 

HEARING:  May  10.  1957,  at  the  Mark 
Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  (Cunningham. 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub  No.  72) ,  filed  March 
4.  1957,  RINGSBY  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3201  Ringsby  Court,  Denver  5,  Colo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Eugene  St.  M. 
Hamilton,  3201  Ringsby  Coint,  Denver  5, 
Colo.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  United  States  Government 
owned  compressed  gas  trailers,  loaded 
with  other  than  liquefied  petroleum  gas, 
or  empty,  between  all  points  to  and  from 
which  applicant  is  certificated  for  the 
carriage  of  general  commodities  and/or 
explosives,  as  enumerated  in  Docket  No. 
MC  52709  and  effective  sub  numbers 
thereunder  and  in  Docket  No.  MC  1849 
and  effective  sub-numbers  thereunder; 
such  routes  are  to  be  those  in-esently  au¬ 
thorized  in  said  certificates  and  subject 
to  the  same  restrictions  as  carried  in 
said  certificates. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  ret\irn  trans¬ 
portation  would  be  furnished  only  as  pres¬ 
ently  otherwise  authorize  In  above  Ortifl- 
cates.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Arizona,  Califcnmla,  Ck>larado, 
Illinois.  Iowa,  Kansas.  Missouri.  NetarasXa, 
Nevada,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  May  21,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House.  Denver,  Colo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham.  •# 

No.  MC  52729  (Sub  No.  14) ,  filed  March 
6,  .1957,  FRANK  FIOROT,  THOMAS  J. 
W A'l  ERS  and  MERLIN  G.  TUCKER,  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  FIOROT 
TRUCKINO,  Box  43,  Pen  Argyl,  Pa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Wilcox,  624 
Commonwealth  Building.  Allentown,  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Slate  and  slate  products,  from  Pen 
Argyl.  Pa.,  and  points  within  25  miles  of 
Pen  Argyl,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida. 
Georgia,  'Illinois,  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
and  Missouri;  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  inot  spec¬ 
ified),  used  in  transporting  the  con- 
modities  specified  and  refused,  damaged 
and  rejected  shipments  of  the  commodi¬ 
ties  specified,  from  the  above-stated  d^- 
tinatiem  points  to  Pen  Argyl,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  auth<»1zed  to  tram^rt  similar 
commodities  in  Connecticut,  Delaware. 
Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  Yoiic, 
North  Carolina.  Ohio,  Pmnsylvania, 
Rhode  Island  South  Carolina,  Tennessee. 
Vermoit,  Virginia,  West  Vh^inia,  and 
the  Distinct  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  29. 1967,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
niihtdeli^da.  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Lacy 
W.Hinely. 

No.  MC  52729  (Sub  No.  15).  filed  March 
6,  1957,  FRANK  FIOROT,  THOMAS  J. 
WA'TERS  and  MEEUJN  G.  TUCKER,  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  nOROT 
TRUCKING.  Box  43.  Pen  Argyl.  P&.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Wilcox.  624 
CcHnmonwealth  Building.  Allentown.  Pa. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans- 
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porting:  (1)  Asphalt  manufactured  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  of  asphalt  products, 
when  moving  in  connection  therewith, 
from  points  in  Bergen,  Essex,  and  Union 
Counties,  N.  J.,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
points  on  Long  Island,  N.  Y.,  and  to 
Wind  Gap,  Pa.,  and  points  within  five 
miles  of  Wind  Gap;  from  Wind  Gap,  Pa., 
and  points  within  five  miles  of  Wind 
Gap.  to  points  in  Vermont,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey  and 
New  York  within  three  hundred  (300) 
miles  of  Wind  Gap;  and  from  Wind  Gap, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Ohio;  (2)  precast  con¬ 
crete  products,  from  Pen  Argyl,  Pa.,  and 
points  within  thirty  (30)  miles  of  Pen 
Argyl,  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware.  Maryland  and  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  (3)  empty  containers  and 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified) .  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified,  and  refused,  damaged 
and  rejected  shipments  of  the  commodi¬ 
ties  specified,  from  the  above-specified 
destinations  to  the  above-specified 
origins. 

HEARING:  April  29, 1957,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Lacy 
W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  52751  (Sub  No.  12) .  filed  March 
4,  1957,  ACE  LINES,  INC.,  2420  Minne¬ 
haha  Avenue,  Minneapolis.  Minn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1307  East  Walnut  Street,  Des 
Moines  16,  Iowa.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Building  Ma¬ 
terials,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Waukegan,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Min¬ 
nesota,  North  Dakota,  Iowa,  and  Illinois. 

HEARING:  May  20.  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  5th  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  136,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  55896  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  March 
4,  1957,  RAY  WILLIAMS  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  ;757  Southfield  Road,  P.  O. 
Box  403,  Lincoln  'Park,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Rex  Eames,  2606  Guard¬ 
ian  Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value,  CTlass  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  site  of  the  Aluminum  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  Plant  located  on  In¬ 
diana  Highway  66  near  Yankeetown, 
Warrick  County,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  over 
U.  S.  Highway  41  to  and  from  ETvans- 
ville,  Ind.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  In¬ 
diana,  Illinois,  and  Michigan. 

HEARING:  May  8,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
.  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  72,  or  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 


No.  MC  64932  (Sub  No.  225) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  18. 1957,  ROGERS  CARTAGE  CO., 
1934  South  Wentworth  Avenue,  Chicago 
16,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Carl  L. 
Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street.  Chi¬ 
cago  3.  m.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  silica  gel  (catalyst), 
in  bulk<  in  hopper  tank  vehicles,  from 
Michigan  City,  Ind.  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio.  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Missouri.  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma. 

HEARING:  May  8,  1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
William  E.  Messer. 

No.  MC  68502  (Sub  No.  1).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1957,  CLIFFORD  L.  OBERST, 
Main  Street,  Conyngham,  Pa.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bakery  products,  ingredients  of  bakery 
products,  and  containers  for  bakery 
products,  from  Binghamton,  N.  Y.,  to 
Wilkes  Barre,  Hazleton,  and  Shamokin, 
Pa.  Empty  containers  or  other  such 
incidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used 
in  transporting  the  commodities  speci¬ 
fied,  on  return. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  71096  (Sub  No.  28) .  filed  March 
7,  1957,  NORWALK  'TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  36  Woodlawn  Avenue,  Norwalk, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  representative:  Edwin 
C.  Reminger,  Standard  Building,  Cleve¬ 
land  13,  Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  serving  the 
site  of  the  General  Motors  Euclid  Divi¬ 
sion  Plant,  located  near  Darrowville, 
Summit  County,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  be-, 
tween  Akron,  Ohio  and  Axtel,  Ohio  over 
Ohio  Highways  8  and  254.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Mich¬ 
igan,  and  Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  in  Room 
255,  New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or,  if 
the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  par¬ 
ticipate,  before  Examiner  Reece  Harri¬ 
son. 

No.  MC  77404  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  March 
4,  1957,  MOHAWK  MOTOR,  INC.,  40 
Harrison  Street,  Tiffin,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Taylor  C.  Burneson, 
3510  Le  Veque-Lincoln  Tower,  Columbus 
15,  Ohio.  For  authority  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
furs,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading,  serving 
the  site  of  Lorain  Assembly  Plant  of  the 
Ford  Motor  Company,  which  is  located 
in  Brownhelm  Township  of  Lorain 
County,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  between  Cleve¬ 


land,  Ohio,  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  over  U.  S. 
Highway  20.  Ohio  Highways  101  and  18 
and  U.  S.  Highways  23  and  25.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  and 
Ohio. 

HEARING:  April  26.  1957,  In  Room 
255.  New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus. 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117,  or 
if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  Reece 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  199) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  6,  1957  ELDON  MILLER,  INC.,  330 
East  Washington  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Acids  and  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  between  Crete,  Nebr.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas.  Colorado.  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Wisconsin  and  Wyoming.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  the  commodi¬ 
ties  specified  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississip-. 
pi.  Missouri,  Nebraska.  North  Dakota,* 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  May  20,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  203) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15.  1957,  ELDON  MILLER,  INC., 
330  East  Washington  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Syrups,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.  to  points 
in  Arkansas.  Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklaho¬ 
ma.  Nebraska,  and  Iowa.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Alabama.  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  and  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  May  15.  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W,  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  95084  (Sub  No.  32),  filed 
February  18,  1957,  HOVE  ’TRUCK  LINE, 
a  corporation.  Stanhope,  Iowa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  A.  Landau,  1307 
East  Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines  16,  Iowa, 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Irrigation  equipment,  irrigation 
outfits  and  advertising  matter,  from  Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Georgia.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  Wisconsin 
and  Wyoming,  and  to  Amarillo  and 
*I'0x 

HEARING:  May  16,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Towa,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  96607  (Sub  No.  3) .  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  6,  1957,  MURRELL  RUCKER  AND 
BURRELL  RUCKER,  doing  business  as 
RUCKER  BROTHERS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  733  East  11th  Street,  Tacoma 
2,  Wash.  Applicant’s  representative; 
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Thursday,  March  21,  1957 

Joseph  O.  Earp,  1912  Smith  Tower, 
Seattle  4,  Wash.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Laminated  wood 
products,  including  those  which  because 
of  size  or  shape  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  Tacoma,  Wash.,  to 
points  in  Oregon. 

HEARING:  April  25,  1957,  in  Room 
400,  U.  S.  Court  House,  Rfth  and  Madi¬ 
son  Sts.,  Seattle,  Wash.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  45. 

No.  MC  97264  (Sub  No.  16) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1957,  M  AND  M  OIL  AND 
transportation,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box 
2250,  Denver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Robert  S.  Stauffer,  1510  East  20th 
Street,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  (1)  between  points  in  Colorado; 
(2)  between  points  in  Colorado  and  Wy¬ 
oming;  (3)  between  points  in  Colorado 
and  New  Mexico;  and  (4)  from  points  in 
Utah  to  all  points  in  Colorado  and  Wy¬ 
oming.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  similar  conmiodities  over  regular 
routes,  in  Colorado,  Idaho  and  Wyoming, 
and  over  irregular  routes  in  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  May  20,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  104932  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  7.  1957,  DOMINIC  CEROSISMO, 
doing  business  as  CEROSISMO  &  SONS, 
780  Silver  Lane,  East  Hartford,  Conn. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Sidney  L.  Gold¬ 
stein,  109  Church  Street,  New  Haven, 
Corm.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Home  products,  such  as, 
(polishes,  waxes,  cleaning  compounds, 
brushes,  handles,  cosmetics)  and  adver¬ 
tising  material,  accompanying  said  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  East  Hartford,  Conn.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut  and  points  in  Washington 
County,  R.  I. 

HEARING:  April  29,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  252,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  106297  (Sub  No.  28),  filed 
March  4,  1957,  MID-STA'TES  TRAILER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  9330  South  Con¬ 
stance  Avenue,  Chicago  17,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111 
West  Washington  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles  and  trailer 
parts  and  trailer  furnishings  when  mov¬ 
ing  in  conjunction  therewith,  in  initial 
movements,  between  Chambersbnrg  and 
Nanticoke  Pa.,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  throughout  the  United 
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HEARING:  April  26,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  106307  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  March 
4. 1957,  FRANK  A.  WILLERS,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  WILLERS  HEAVY  HAULING, 
1109  East  Third  Street,  Sioux  Falls, 
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S.  Dak.  Api)licant’s  attorney  i  Theodore 
Mead  Bailey,  Jr.,  218  Security  Bank 
Building,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a. -common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Svxfh 
commodities  which  by  reasons  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  special  handling  and  related 
contractor’s  materials  and  supplies  when 
transported  in  connection  with  such 
conunodities,  (1)  between  points  in  South 
Dakota  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania  and 
Utah;  (2)  between  points  in  Utah  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 
Ohio  and  Pennsylvania.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  South  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Iowa,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Colorado, 
Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Montana,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming. 

HEARING:  May  28,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  106401  (Sub  NO;  8) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  20,  1957,  JOHNSON  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  2426  Hutchison  Avenue, 
Charlotte  1,  N.  C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Edgar  Watkins,  Munsey  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.  C.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as'  a  common  carrier,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  imusual  value.  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  between  points 
in  North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina, 
over  the  following  alternate  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only  (as  more 
fully  described  in  the  application) ,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  (TH  1)  In¬ 
tersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  311  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  66  northwest 
of  High  Point,  N.  C.,  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  66  to  Kemersville,  N.  C.;  (TH 
2)  Intersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  311  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  68  northwest 
of  High  Point,  N.  C.,  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  68  to  intersection  with  North 
Carolina  Highway  158,  southeast  of 
Stokesdale,  N.  C.;  (TH  3)  Thomasville, 
N.  C.  to  intersection  with  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  68  southwest  of  High 
Point,  N.  C.  over  U.  S.  Highway  29A, 
thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway  68 
to  intersection  with  U.  S.  Highway  311 
northeast  of  High  Point,  N.  C.  (TH  4) 
Mocksville,  N.  C.  to  Salisbiiry,  N.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  601;  (TH  5)  Thomasville, 
N.  C.  to  New  London,  N.  C.  over  North 
Carolina  Highway  109  to  intersection 
with  North  Carolina  Highway  49,  thence 
over  North  Carolina  Highway  49  to  in¬ 
tersection  with  North  Carolina  Highway 
8,  thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway 
8  to  New  London.  N.  C.;  (TH  6)  Inter¬ 
section  of  U.  S.  Highway  158  and  North 
Carolina  Highway  801  southwest  of 
Clemmons,  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  801  to  intersection  of  North 
Carolina  Highway  801  and  U.  S.  Highway 
64  southeast  of  Fork,  N.  C.;  (CH  1)  Kings 
Mountain,  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  161  to  intersection  with,  South 
Carolina  Highway  55  at  Bethany,  S.  C., 
thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway  55 
to  Clover,  S.  C.;  Gastonia,  N.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  321  to  Clover,  S.  C.;  York, 


S.  C.,  over  South  Carolina  Highway  5  to 
Rock  HiU,  S.  C.;  York,  S.  C.  over  U.  S.; 
Highway  321  to  Chestep<  S.  C.;  (CH  2)  j 
Lancaster,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  200  and  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  200  to  Monroe,  N.  C.;  (CH  3)  Inter¬ 
section  of  U.  S.  Highway  52  with  U.  S. 
Highway  74  near  Wadesboro,  N.  .C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  52  to  Norwood,  N.  C.; 
Marshville,  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  205  to  Oakboro,  N.  C.,  thence 
over  North  Carolina  Highway  742  to 
Red  Cross,  N.  C.;  Unnumbered  highway 
from  Polkton,  N.  C.  to  Ansonville,  N.  C.; 
Monroe,  N.  C.  over  NormXJarolina  High¬ 
way  200  to  intersection  with  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  approximately  five  miles 
from  Monroe  over  unnumbered  highway 
to  New  Salem,  N.  C.;  (CH  4)  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  49  from  intersection  with 
U.  S.  - Highway  29  north  of  Charlotte, 

N.  C.  fo  intersection  with  U.  S.  Highway 
52  near  Richfield,  N.  C.;  U.  S.  Highway 
601  from  intersection  with  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  49  south  of  Concord.  N.  C. 
to  Concord,  N.  C.;  Concord,.  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  73  to  Albe¬ 
marle,  N.  C.;  (CH  5)  Concord,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  73  to  David¬ 
son,  N.  C.;  (CH  6)  Intersection  of  U.  S. 
Highway  64  and  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  10  east  of  Claremont,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  10  to  intersec¬ 
tion  with  North  Carolina  Highway  16 
near  Newton,  N.  C.;  (CH  7)  Intersection 
of  North  Carolina  Highway  277  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  274  near  Cher- 
rsrville,  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  277  to  Dallas,  N.  C.  and  continuing 
on  North  Carolina  Highway  275  to  Stan¬ 
ley,  N.  C.;  (CH  8)  Mt.  Holly,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  273  to  inter¬ 
section  with.U.  S.  Highway  29;  (CH  9) 
Salisbury,  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  150  to  Mooresville,  N.  C.  to  the 
intersection  of  North  Carolina  Highway 
150  with  North  Carolina  Highway  27  near 
Lincolnton,  N.  C.;  Lincolnton,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  150  to  Cherry- 
ville,  N.  C.  to  Shelby,  N.  C.;  (CH  10) 
Rockwell.  N.  C.  over  North  Carolina 
Highway  152  to  intersection  with  North 
Carolina  Highway  150  near  Mooresville, 
N.  C.;  (CH  11)  Unnumbered  highway 
from  Bessemer  City,  N.  C.  bcrGastonia, 
N.  C.;  (MA  1)  Intersection  of  U.  S.  High-^ 
'  way  64  and  U.  S.  Highway  25  near  Hen¬ 
derson,  N.  C.  over  U.  S.  Highway  64  to 
intersection  with  U.  S.  Highway  74  and 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to  Old 
Fort,  N.  C.;  (MA  2)  Intersection  of  U.  S. 
Highway  70  and  unniunbered  highway 
approximately  three  miles  east  of  Val- 
dese,  N.  C.  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
intersection  with  U.  S.  Highway  321A 
and  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  321A  to 
.  Lenoir.  N.  C;.;  (MA  3)  Intersection  of 
U.  S.  Highway  70  and  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  approximately  one  mile  east  of  Con¬ 
nelly  Springs,  N.  C.  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Granite  Falls,  N.  C.; 
(SP  1)  Gaffney,  S.  C.  over  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  11  to  Jonesville,  S.  C.; 
Gaffney,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  18  to  Pacolet,  S.  C.;  (SP  2)  Whit- 
~  mire,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
66  to  Joanna,  S.  C.;  (SP  3)  Gaffney,  S.  C. 
over  South  Carolina  Highway  11  to  Ches- 
nee,  S.  C.;  (SP  4)  Intersection  of  U.  S, 
Highway  176  and  South  Carolina  High- 
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way  9  near  Jonesville,  S.  C.  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  0  to  Robat,  S.  C.;  (GV 
1)  Intersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  29  and 
South  Carolina  Highway  20  near  Wil- 
liamston,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  20  to  Belton,  S.  C.;  (AN  1)  An¬ 
derson.  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  24  to  Westminster,  S.  C.;  (AN  2) 
Anderson.  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  28  to  Abbeville,  S.  C.;  (AN  3) 
Honea  Path,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  252  to  Ware  Shoals,  S.  C.;  In¬ 
tersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  25  and  South 
Carolina  Highway  252  near  Ware  Shoals, 
6.  C.  over  South  Carolina  Highway  252 
to  *  intersection  with  U.  S.  Highway  76, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  76  to  Laurens, 
S.  C.;  (AN  4)  Dcmalds,  S.  C.  over  U.  S. 
Highway  178  to  intersection  with  U.  S. 
Highway  25  near  Hodges.  S.  C.;  (WA  1) 
Intersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  1  and  U.  S. 
Highway  52  near  Cheraw,  S.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  52  to  Darlington,  S.  C.; 
(WA  2)  Dillon,  S.  C.  over  U.  S.  Highway 
301  to  Latta,  S.  C.  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  917  to  intersection 
with  South  Carolina  Highway  57  north 
of  Mullins.  S.  C.;  (WA  3)  Patrick,  S.  C. 
over  South  Carolina  mghway  102  to 
Hartsville,  S.  C.;  Society  Hill,  S.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  15  to  Hartsville,  S.  C.; 
(WA  4)  Wadesboro,  N.  C.  over  North  and 
South  Carolina  Highway  109  to  Mt. 
Croghan,  S.  C.;  Wadesboro,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  109  and  South 
Carolina  Highway  742  to  Chesterfield, 
S.  C.;  (WA  5)  DiUon,  S.  C.  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  34  to  Darlington, 
S.  C.;  (WA  6)  Intersection  of  South 
Carolina  Highway  38  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  917  northwest  of  Latta, 
S.  C.  over  South  Carolina  Highway  38 
to  intersection  of  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  38  with  U.  S.  Highway  501  southwest 
of  Latta,  S.  C.;  (CO  1)  Lugoff,  S.  C.  over 
South  Carolina  Highway  34  to  intersec¬ 
tion  of  South  Carolina  Highway  34  with 
TJ.  S.  Highway  321  near  Hockton,  S.  C.; 
Intersection  of  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  34  and  U.  S.  Highway  321  near 
Winnsboro,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  34  to  Newberry,  S.  C.;  (CO  2) 
Intesectioh  of  U.  .S.  Highway  76  and 
U.  S.  Highway  176  near  Ballentine,  S.  C. 
over  U.  S.  Highway  176  to  intersection 
with  South  Carolina  Highway  19  north 
of  Newberry,  S.  C.;  (CL  1)  Prom  Clear¬ 
water  over  South  Carolina  Highway  230 
to  the  intersection  of  South  Carolina 
Highway  route  23  thence  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  23  to  Modoc,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  221  to  McCormick, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  378  to  Saluda, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  178  to  Bates- 
burg.;  (CL  2)  Prom  intersection  South 
Carolina  Highways  230  and  23  over  South 
Carolina  Highway  23  to  Batesburg;  (CL 
3)  Aiken,  S.  C.  over  South  Carolina  High¬ 
way  18  to  Trenton,  S.  C.;  (LL  1)  Shelby, 
N.  C.  over  North  Carolina  Highway  18 
and  South  Carolina  Highway  18  to  Gaff¬ 
ney,  S.  C.;  (LL  2)  Spartanburg,  S.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  176  to  Hendersonville, 
N.  C.;  (LL  3)  McCtormick,  S.  C.  over 
U.  S.  Highway  378  to  intersection  with 
U.  S.  Highway  1  near  Columbia,  S.  C.; 
(LL  4),  Pageland,  S.  C.  over  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  9  to  Lancaster,  S.  C. ;  Ches¬ 
ter,  8.  C.  over  South  Carolina  Highway 
9  to  Lockhart,  S.  C.;  (LL  5)  Intersection 


of  U.  S.  Highway  221  and  North  Carolina 
Highway  26,  south  of  Marion,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  26  to  Shelby, 
N.  C.;  (LL  6)  Intersection  of  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  76  and  South  Carolina  Highway  252 
near  Laurens,  S.  C.  over  U.  S.  Highway 
76  to  Princeton,  S.  C.  and  Honea  Path, 
S.  C.;  (LL  7)  Prom  intersection  of  U.  S. 
Highway  29  and  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  49  northeast  of  Charlotte,  N.  C.  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  49  to  Asheboro, 
N.  C.  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  64  to 
Raleigh,  N.  C.,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
1  to  Henderson,  N.  C.;  (LL  8)  Prom  in¬ 
tersection  of  U.  S.  Highway  1  and  U.  S. 
Highway  74  near  Rockingham,  N.  C., 
over  U.  S.  Highway  1  to  Raleigh,  N.  C. 

Note:  Operations  over  the  above  described 
routes  are  for  oj^eratlng  convenience  only 
and  no  service  as  to  commodities  or  points 
is  requested  that  is  not  now  authorized  by 
the  Certificate  held  by  applicant. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  2,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  J.  Cave. 

No.  MC  106887  (Sub  No.  8) .  filed  Peb- 
ruary  25.  1957,  IVAN  RAY,  MARY  RAY, 
ALIC!E  RAY  AND  LORAINE  RAY,  part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  A.  D.  RAY 
TRUC^ONG,  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  attorney:  Marion  P.  Jones,  526 
Denham  Building,  Denver  2,  Colo.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car-- 
Tier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Heavy  machinery  and  contractors  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies,  other  than 
cement,  between  points  in  Wyoming, 
Utah  and  Colorado  within  100  miles  of 
Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  excluding  points 
within  25  miles  of  (5raig,  CTolo.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  between  specified  points  in 
Wyoming,  Utah,  and  Colorado. 

HEARING:  May  31, 1957,  at  the  Wyo¬ 
ming  Public  Service  Commission,  Supe¬ 
rior  Court  and  State  Library  Building, 
Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
280,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
Leo  W.  CXinningham. 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub  No.  100),  filed 
March  4,  1957,  M.  I.  O'BOYLE  &  SON, 
INC.,  doing  business  as  O’BOYLE  TANK 
LINES,  817  Michigan  Avenue  NE.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  Applicant's  attorney:  Dale 
C.  Dillon,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW., 
Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a*  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Edible  oU, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  now  trans¬ 
ports  edible  oils,  in  bulk,  from  Baltimore  to 
Hanover,  Pa.,  and  vegetable  oils,  in  bulk, 
from  Baltimore  to  Washington,  D.  C.  These 
operations  are  entirely  duplicated  by  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  and  will  be  surrendered 
for  cancellation  concurrently  with  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  in  this  case. 

HEARING:  April  24.  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before 
Examiner  Alvin  H.  Schutrumpf. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub  No.  84),  filed 
February  26,  1957,  ALTERMAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  65,  Miami, 
Fla.'  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank  B. 


Hand,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington  6,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
productsjand  meat  by-products,  as  de¬ 
fined  by^  the  Commission,  and  dairy 
products,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Florida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  similar  operations  in  Pennsylvania, 
Florida,  New  York,  Illinois,  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  Nebraska,  Texas,  Wisconsin, 
Iowa,  Indiana.  Kansas,  I^^nnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri.  South  Dakota,  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  New  Jersey,  Ohio, 
Delaware,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
West  Virginia,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  North  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  May  6.  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  107227  (Sub  No.  46).  filed 
March  4,  1957,  INSURED  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  251  Park  Street,  San 
Leandro,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  G.  Lyons,  Mills  Tower,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  4.  CTalif.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Front  end  shovel 
loaders  and  industrial  lift  trucks,  from 
San  Leandro,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  throughout  the 
United  States. 

HEARING:  April  26, 1957,  in  Room  226, 
Old  Mint  Building,  Fifth  and  Mission 
Streets,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  before 
Examiner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  107299  (Sub  No.  5),  filed 
February  25, 1957,  ROBERTS  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  1719  West 
35th  Street.  Chicago  8,  HL  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West 
Washington  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Store,  restaurant,  office  and  bar  fixtures, 
between  Grand  Haven  and  Muskegon, 
Mich.,  and  points  in  the  United  States. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  the 
commodities  specified  throughout  the 
United  States. 

HEARING:  May  6, 1957,  at  the  Federal 
Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  107299  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25.  1957,  ROBERTS  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1719  West 
35th  Street,  Chicago  8,  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Joseph  M.  Scanlan,  111  West 
Washington  Street,  Chicago  2,  HI.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irreg^ar  routes,  transporting; 
Store,  restaurant,  office  and  bar  fixtures, 
between  Decatur,  Lincoln  and  Moline, 
HI.,  and  points  in  the  United  States.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  throughout  the  United 
States.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  commodities  specified  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  May  10, 1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
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No.  MC  107496  (Sub  No.  88) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1957,  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  408  SE.  30th,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and 
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petroleum  products.  In  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  points  in  Minnesota  to 
points  in  Iowa;  liquid  fertilizers  and  fer¬ 
tilizer  ammoniating  solutions  (including 
but  not  limited  to  anhydrous  ammonia, 
aqua  ammonia  and  nitrogen  solutions), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
the  Chicago,  HI.  Commercial  Zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Michigan*  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Wisconsin.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  similar  commod¬ 
ities  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  Wisconsin, 
Missouri,  Minnesota,  North  and  South 
Dakota,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  authority  Is 
Bought  here  to  render  service  between  any 
two  points  in  any  one  state  or  in  the  same 
state  and  that  any  dupli/cation  of  authority 
will  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  May  15,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court  Ave¬ 
nues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Examiner 
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No.  m’c  108428  (Sub  No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1957,  DINO  D’AGATA,  N.  E. 
Cor.  25th  and  Dickinson  Streets,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages, 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Trenton,  Atlan¬ 
tic  City  and  Vineland,  N.  J.,  Pittsburgh, 
Harrisburg,  Scranton,  Lebanon,  Lan¬ 
caster  and  York,  Pa.,  and  Wilmington, 
Del.  Empty  malt  beverage  containers, 
on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  from  and  to  specified 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  30,  1957,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Lacy 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  109451  (Sub  No.  70) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25, 1957,  ECOFP  TRUCKING,  INC., 
112  Merrill  Street,  Fortville,  Ind.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Guenther, 
1511  Fletcher  Trust  Building,  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Acids  and  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Tennessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi;  pine  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  points  in  Georgia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Spartanburg, 
S.  C.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  Missouri,  Kentucky,  Wisconsin, 
and  Iowa. 

HEARING':  April  23,  1957,  at  Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh  Building,  50  Seventh  Street 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  before  Examiner  Rich¬ 
ard  Yardley. 

No.  MC  110197  (Sub  No.  14),  filed 
March  1,  1957,  DANIEL  S.  DRACUP 
CO.,  INC.,  42  Chicago  Avenue,  Celoron, 
N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Kenneth  T. 
Johnson,  Bank  of  Jamestown  Building, 
Jamestown,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Stone, 
slate,  granite,  marble,  and  products  of 
marble  and  granite,  from  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont  to  points  in  Chautauqua  and  Cat¬ 
taraugus  Counties,  N.  Y.,  and  Warren 
County,  Pa.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  specified  commodities  (not 
including  the  commodities  sought 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

herein),  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Kentucky,  Virginia.  Alabama, 
North'  and  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states:  “This  is  an  ap¬ 
plication  primarily  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  a  question  of  law  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  applicant  is  acting  as  a  private  car¬ 
rier  in  the  transportation  of  the  commodities 
In  question.  *  *  •  However,  in  order  to 
determine  the  validity  of  its  position  appli¬ 
cant-  files  this  application  with  a  request 
that  it  be  dismissed  on  the  basis  that  appli¬ 
cant  is  a  private  carrier  and  not  subject  in 
this  operation  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.”  The  President  of  applicant -corpora¬ 
tion  is  also  President  of  Youngsvllle  Trans¬ 
fer,  Inc.,  Certificate  MC-569  dated  August 
27,  1958,  authorizing  transportation  of 

household  goods  and  new  furnitiu'e  between 
Youngsvllle,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Ohio  and 
New  York. 

HEARING:  April  23,  1957,  at  the 
Hotel  Buffalo,  Washington  and  Swann 
Streets,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub  No.  328),  filed 
March  1,  1967,  CHEMICAL  TANK 

LINES,  INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
neys:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  and  Gerald  L. 
Phelps,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.  C.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  tiiquid  chemicals  and  acids,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points  in 
Kanawha  County,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  CHclahoma,  Texas  and 
Wyoming.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Mary¬ 
land,  New  Jersey,^ New  York,  Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  West  Virginia, 
Ohio,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  29,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  I^ke. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub  No.  329),  filed 
March  5,  1957,  CHEMICAL  TANK 

LINES,  INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue, 
Downingtown,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
Gerald  L.  Phelps,  Munsey  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.  C.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals  and  acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Lake  County,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  except  Johns¬ 
town,  Josephtown,  and  Kobuta,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Allegheny,  Beaver,  Butler, 
Cambria,  Chester,  Dauphin,  Delaware, 
Payette,  Franklin,  Lawrence,  McKean, 
Mercer,  Montgomery,  Philadelphia, 
Schuylkill  and  Venango  Counties,  Pa. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Alabama,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware.  District  of  Columbia, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  ITissouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina*  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  30,  1957,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
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mission,  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  45) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1957,  DIAMOND  TRANSPOR- 
TA-nON  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1919  Hamilton 
Avenue.  Racine,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West  Doty 
Street,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  machinery,  implements  and  parts. 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from  West 
Bend,  Wis.,  to  Memphis,  Term.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  throughout  the  United 
States  except  North  and  South  Carolina, 
Nevada,  Florida,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

HEARING:  May  9,  1957,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  111472  (Sub  No.  46).  filed 
March  4,  1957,  DIAMOND  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  SYSTEM.  INC.,  1919  Hamilton 
Avenue.  Racine,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West  Doty 
Street,  Madison  3,  Wis.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a.  contract  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes, '^transporting:  Agricultural 
machinery',  implements  and  parts,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  from  West 
Bend,  Wis.,  to  points  in  New  Mexico.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  similar 
commodities  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  May  9,  1957,  In  Room  852, 
U.  S.  C^tom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub  No.  35) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1957,  MIDWEST  COAST 

TRi^SPORT,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  747,  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  packing¬ 
house  products,  and  commodities  used  by 
packing  houses,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  from  Huron,  S.  Dak.  and  Fargo 
and  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  to  points  in 
Washington  and  Oregon;  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
named  commodities  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  South  Dakota,  Washington,  Oregon. 
California,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  and 
Iowa,  and  to  Reno,  Nev. 

HEARING:  May  27,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  112171  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1957,  L.  E.  SCHOOLEY,  INC., 
Highway  6-50,  Grand  Junction,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  O.  Russell  Jones. 
54*^  E  San  Francisco  Street,  Southwest 
Corner  Plaza,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Uranium  and  vanadium  bearing  ores,  in 
bulk,  between  points  within  225  miles  of 
Monticello,  Utah,  including  Monticello. 

Note:  Duplication  with  applicant’s  present 
authority  should  be  eliminated.  Applicant 
Is  authorized  to  transport  the  commodities 
specified  in  Arizona.  C:k>lorado.  New  Mexico 
and  Utah. 

HEARING:  May  21,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 
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Mo.  MC  113151  (Sub.  No.  4),  (Correc¬ 
tion)  nied  January  25.  1957.  published 
In  the  March  7  issue,  ALPHONSE  HIN- 
DERMAN.  EDWIN  HINDERMAN,  and 
VINCENT  HINDERMAN,  doing  business 
as  HINDERMAN  BROTHERS.  Dickey- 
viUe,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John 
T.  Portw,  708  First  National  Bank  BuUd- 
Ixig,  Madison  3.  Wis.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal 
feed  and  poultry  f^d,  from  Dubuque  and 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Crawford, 
Grant,  Iowa  and  Richland  Counties.  Wis. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  sim¬ 
ilar  commodities  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Non:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
application  Is  a  duplication  in  part,  of  Its 
rights  In  Certificate  No.  MC  113151  (Sub 
No.  1 ) ,  and  requests  that  such  dupUcatlon  be 
eliminated  by  the  Commission  In  the  event 
that  part  or  aU  of  the  authority  herein  re¬ 
quested  is  granted. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  April 
10, 1057,  at  the  Wisconsin  Public  Service 
Commission,  Madison,  Wis..  before  Joint 
Board  No.  111. 

No.  MC  113495  (Sub  No.  3) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  26.  1957,  GREGCmY  HEAVY 
HAULEPB,  INC.,  2  Main  Street.  Nash¬ 
ville  6,  Tenn.  Fbr  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pipe  and  fittings; 
pipe,  cast  iron  pressure;  pipe,  cast  iron 
pressure  when  lined  with  porcelain, 
enamel,  or  cement  mortar;  pipe,  cast 
iron  pressure,  and  cast  iron  pressure  pipe 
fittings  wlth/or  without  cement  or  com¬ 
position  lining  or  coating,  with  or  with¬ 
out  prepared  joints  (prepared  Joints 
consisting  of  lead,  iron,  or  wood  wedges, 
or  jute  or  rubber  rings,  inserted  in  the 
bell  or  large  end.  shall  be  securely  held 
in  place  by  wooden  blocks  or  composition 
protector  and  shall  not  project  beyond 
the  end  of  the  pipe  or  fittings);  in 
straight  or  mixed  truckloads,  such  as: 
pipe,  cast  iron  pressure,  fittings,  cast  iron 
pressure  (connecting  bolts  and/nuts, 
gaskets,  washers,  packing  or  wedges,  in 
barrels,  boxes,  kegs  or  burlap  bags,  not 
exceeding  in  the  aggregate  2  percent  of 
the  weight  of  the  entire  truckload  on 
which  charges  are  assessed,  may  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  straight  or  mixed  truckloads  of 
cast  iron  pressure  pipe/or  fittings  at  the 
rates  on  cast  iron  pressure  pipe,  truck- 
loads)  such  as:  ball  joints,  bells,  bends, 
branches,  caps,  couplings,  crosses,  drip 
boxes,  elbows,  fianges,  fianged  ends, 
headers,  hub  ends,  increasers,  joints, 
nipples,  offset  pipes,  plugs,  reducers,  “S” 
pipes  (same  as  sleeves,  offset),  saddles, 
socket  joints,  spigot  ends,  split  sleeves, 
split  tees,  tees,  “Y”  pipes;  Meter  boxes, 
stop-cock  boxes  or  valve  boxes,  and 
parts  thereof,  cast  iron  pressure;  cul¬ 
verts,  cast  iron  pressure,  manhole  covers 
or  frames,  catch  basins,  catch  basin 
covers,  or  sewer  inlets,  cast  iron  pressure, 
from  Lynchburg  and  Radford.  Va.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan.  Minnesota,  Missouri.  Nebras¬ 
ka.  North  Dakota.  Ohio,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  April  23.  1957,  at  the  Offi¬ 
ces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 


No.  MC  113617  (Sub  No.  8).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25.  1957,  L.  D.  EASTKR,  E.  M. 
EASTER.  M.  E.  EASTER.  L.  W.  EASTER. 
L.  B.  EASTER,  AMD  M.  M.  MORSE, 
doing  business  as  HIGHWAY  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  4143  East  43rd  Street, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  A.  Landau,  1307  East 
Walnut  Street,  Des  Moines  16.  Iowa.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Automobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  Kenosha,  Wis., 
to  points  in  Arizona  and  New  Mexico. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  May  17,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues.  Des  Moines.  Iowa,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  113769  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed  March 
6. 1957,  JOSEPH  W.  MARTIN,  JR.,  doing 
businei»  as  THE  MARTIN  SERVICE, 
Comer  Lexington  Road  and  Middlesex 
Turnpike,  Billerica,  Mass.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  M.  E.  Kelley,  84  State  Street, 
Boston  9,  Mass.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  House  trailers, 
with  contents,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  secondary 
movements,  in  towaway  service,  between 
points  in  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  and  Rhode  Island,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire.  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York. 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Delaware.  Louisiana  and  Florida  and  all 
military  establishments  east  of  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  in  Virginia,  North  and 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Michi¬ 
gan,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Illinois.  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  23,  1957,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub  No.  15).  filed 
February  18,  1957,  ERICKSON  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION.  MPO  Box  706, 
Springfield,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Turner  White,  808  Woodruff  Building, 
Springfield,  Mo.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Fresh  liquid 
eggs,  fresh  liqttid  egg  yolks,  and  fresh 
liquid  egg  albumen,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  (1)  from  Seward,  Nebr.,  to  Mal¬ 
vern,  Iowa,  and  (2)  from  Greensburg, 
Ind.,  and  Farina,  Ill.,  to  Zanesville,  Ohio. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Illinois.  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ohio,  South  Dakota, 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  May  17,  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  114413  (Sub  No.  15).  filed 
March  4.  1957,  SEABOARD  FOOD  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  4550  West  Colonial  Drive. 
P.  O.  Box  205,  Orlando,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Harry  F.  Gillis,  Mills  Building, 
Washington,  D.  C.  For  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  and  proc¬ 


essed  foods,  (such  as  canned  fruits, 
canned  vegetables,  canned  juices,  jams, 
preserves  and  jellies,  excluding  commod¬ 
ities  requiring  temperature  control  in 
transit) ,  from  points  in  New  York  except 
points  In  the  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  from  North  East  and  Erie,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Alabama.  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina. 

HEARING:  April  22. 1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Buffalo,  WasJiington  and  Swann  Streets, 
Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner  Alfred 
B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub  No.  9).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8. 1957,  APPLE  LINES,  INC..  Madi¬ 
son,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney :  Einar 
Viren,  904  City  Nat’l.  Bank  Building. 
Omaha  2,  Nebr.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  In  containers,  from  Coffeyville, 
Kans.  to  points  in  South  Dakota  and 
Iowa;  empty  containers  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  petroleum  products,  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  the 
named  commodity  from  Kansas  City  and 
El  Dorado,  Kans.  and  Tulsa,  Okla.  to 
points  in  Nebraska.  Iowa,  South  Dakota, 
and  Minnesota,  and  from  El  Dorado  to 
Newcastle,  Wyo. 

HEARING:  May  22. 1957.  at  the  Rome 
Hotel.  Omaha,  Nebr.,  before  Examiner 
X  Cftn* 

.  No.  MC  114632  (Sub  No.  10) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8. 1957,  APPLE  LINES,  INC.,  Madi¬ 
son,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  attorney;  Einar 
Viren,  904  City  Nat’l.  Bank  Biiilding, 
Omaha  2,  Nebr.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  containers,  from  Ponca  City, 
Okla.  to  points  in  Nebraska,  Iowa,  South 
Dakota,  and  Minnesota.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  the  named  com¬ 
modity  from  Kansas  City  and  El  Dorado, 
Kans.  and  Tulsa,  Okla.  to  points  in 
Nebraska.  Iowa,  South  Dakota,  and  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  from  El  Dorado  to  Newcastle, 
Wyo. 

HEARING:  May  23. 1957,  at  the  Rome 
Hotel,  Omaha.  Nebr.,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  115309  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25.  1957,  TRANSPORT  SERVICE, 
a  Corporation,  6395  Southeast  Alberta 
Street,  Portland.  Oreg.  Applicant’s  atr 
torney :  William  B.,  Adams,  Pacific  Build¬ 
ing,  Portland  4,  Oreg.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Fuel  oils  to  be 
used  by  road  contractors,  asphalts  and 
road  oils,  from  Martinez,  Calif.,  and 
points  within  20  miles  of  Martinez,  to 
points  in  CTurry,  Coos,  Jackson,  Josephine, 
Klamath,  Lake,  Deschutes,  Malheur. 
Douglas,  Harney,  Crook  and  Grant 
Counties.  Oreg. 

HEARING:  April  26. 1957,  in  Room  226, 
Old  Mint  Building,  Fifth  and  Mission 
Streets.  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  11,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Exsuniner  F.  Roy  Linn. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub  No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11, 1957.  (X)MMERCIAL  CARRIER 
CORPORATTON,  502  East  Bridges  Ave¬ 
nue,  Aubumdale,  FTa.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  William  P.  Tomasello,  120  East 
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Davidson  Street,  Bartow,  Fla.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pe¬ 
troleum  oils,  petroleum  greases  and 
petroleum  lubricants,  in'  containers  from 
Kansas  City,  Kans.  to  points  in  Florida 
and  Georgia. 

HEARING:  May  16,  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  116324  (Correction),  filed 
November  26,  1956,  published  in  the 
March  7,  1957  issue,  R.  W.  TAFT  AND  , 
WILLIAM  E.  CONWAY,  doing  business  as 
TAFT  AND  CONWAY,  229  North  Su- 
jperior  Avenue,  Tomah,  Wis.  Publication 
failed  to  include  applicant’s  attorney: 
Victor  H.  Breitenfield,  1005*4  Superior 
Avenue,  Tomah,  Wis. 

No.  MC  116383,  filed  January  14,  1957, 
STEIN  GAGLE,  2324  Eighth  Street, 
Greeley,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Marion  F.  Jones,  526  Denham  Building, 
Denver  2,  Colo.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Beer  and  malt 
liquors,  (1)  from  St.  Paul  and  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Omaha. 
Nebr.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Denver 
and  Greeley,  Colo,  and  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  Empty  containers,  on  return; 
and  (2)  from  Pueblo,  Colo.,  to  Rock 
Springs,  Wyo.,  and  Empty  containers,  on 
return.  ‘ 

HEARING:  May  29,  1957,  at  the  Wyo¬ 
ming  Public  Service  Commission,  Su¬ 
preme  Court  and  State  Library  Build¬ 
ing,  Cheyenne,  V^yo.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  116428,  filed  February  8,  1957, 
VERL  HARVEY.  P.  O.  Box  428,  Adams 
City,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul 
M.  Hupp,  738  Majestic  Building,  Denver 
2,  Colo.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk  and  in 
sacks,  between  points  in  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Wyoming,  Nebraska,  Utah,  and 
Arizona. 

HEARING:  May  27,  1957,  at  the  New 
Customs  House,  Denver,  Colo.,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  116433,  filed  February  13, 1957, 
COASTAL  MOTOR  LINES.  152  Market 
St.,  Paterson,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  St., 
New  York  6,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transportii^:  Chemicals,  in 
containers,  from  East  Rutherford,  N.  J., 
to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Tennessee,  Alabama  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  (not  bulk  or  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  such  as  are  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  production  and  distribution 
and  sale  of  chemicals  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  from  the  above  destination  points 
to  the  above  origin  point. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  operations  will 
be  restricted  to  service  to  and  from  the  plant 
Bite  of  Royce  Chemical  Company,  East 
Rutherford,  N.  J. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  116458,  filed  February  18, 1957, 
C.  A.  H/VNAVAN,  doing  business  as 


CHET’S  TOW  SERVICE,  3611  East  59th 
Street.  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Carll  V.  Kretsinger,  Suite  1014 
Temple  Building,  Kansas  City  6,  Mo.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wrecked,  disabled  and  repossessed  motor 
vehicles  and  trailers,  and  recovered 
stolen  motor  vehicles  and  trailers,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  in  truckaway  and 
driveaway  service,  between  points  in 
Missouri.  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma. 
'HEARING:  May  14,  1957,  at  the  Hotel 
Pickwick,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  116461,  filed  February  18, 1957, 
RICHARD  H.  BAHRENFUSS,  doing  bus¬ 
iness  as  BAHRENFUSS  TRUCKLINE, 
4242  Van  Buren,  Sioux  City,  Iowa.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Groceries  and  canned  foods,  from 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Minnesota  and  Iowa;  (2)  Canned 
foods,  from  points  in  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  and  Iowa  to  Sioux  City.  Iowa. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  he  desires  con¬ 
tract  authority  to  haul  groceries  and  canned 
foods  for  the  Kaplan  Whqiesale  Grocers  & 
Cohen  Wholesale  Grocers  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
from  Sioux  City  to  O.  P.  Skaggs  stores  in 
South  Dakota,  Minnesota  and  Iowa,  and 
make  return  trips  from  these  stores  to  Sioux 
City  with  loads  of  canned  fbods. 

HEARING:  May  21,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Fifth  and  Court 
Avenues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  147,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  116463,  filed  February  21, 
1957,  GERALD  W.  BORTZ,  13  Van 
Rensseler  Street,  Seneca  Falls,  N.  Y. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Raymond  A. 
Richards,  13  Lapham  Park,  P.  O.  Box  25, 
Webster,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  House  trailers,  in 
initial  and  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  and  driveaway  service,  from 
points  in  New  York  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  and  from  points  in  the 
United  States  to  points  in  New  York. 

HEARING:  April  24,  1957,  at  the  Sen¬ 
eca  Hotel,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  116465,  filed  February  21, 1957, 
YODER  &  FREY,  INC.,  Archbold,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Earl  J. 
Thomas,  Thomas  Building,  5844^-5850 
North  High  Street,  Worthington,  Ohio. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  Machinery,  Imple¬ 
ments  and  parts,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  the  site  of  the  Yoder  & 
Frey,  Inc.  auction  yard  located  approxi¬ 
mately  one  and  one-fourth  dV^)  miles 
northwest  of  Archbold.  Ohio  on  an  un¬ 
numbered  county  road,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan.  Mississippi,  Missouri 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Applicant  states  parts  will  move  at 
the  same  time  and  In  the  same  vehicle  as 
agricultural  machinery  and  implements. 


HEARING:  AprU  25, 1957,  in  Room  255, 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Examiner  Reece  Harrison. 

No.  MC  116473,  filed  February  25, 
1957,  EDWARD  HANLEY,  doing  business 
as  HANLEY  TRUCKING,  560  Egan  Ter¬ 
race,  Rivervale,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  Street, 
New  York  6,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Cotton  and 
synthetic  wadding  in  paper-wrapped 
rolls,  from  the  site  of  the  plant  of  Carlee 
Corporation  at  Rockleigh,  N.  J.,  to  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  and  points  in  Nassau  County, 
N.  Y.,  and  returned  and  refused  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above-specified  commodities 
on  return  movements. 

HEARING:  April  25, 1957,  at  45  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  116475,  filed  February  25, 1957, 
CLYDE  S.  ES'TY  and  CLYDE  S.  ESTY, 
JR.,  a  partnership,  doing  Jsusiness  as 
CLYDE  S.  ESTY  &  SONS.  265  Forest 
Street,  Westbrook,  Maine.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  M.  E.  Kelley,  84  State  Street, 
Boston  9,  Mass.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Class  A,  B  and  C 
explosives,  and  supplies  and  equipment 
incidental  to  their  use,  in  shipments  not 
exceeding  10.000  pounds  in  weight,  from 
Gorham  and  Hampden.  Maine,  and 
points  in  Maine  within  25  miles  of  Gor¬ 
ham  and  Hampden,  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont  and 
Maine;  and  from  Chelmsford,  Mass.,  to 
points  in  Maine;  and  returned  shipments 
of  the  commodities  specified,  on  return 
movements. 

HEARING:  AprU  19. 1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  BuUding,  Portland.  Oreg.,  before 
Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely. 

No.  MC  116492,  filed  March  1.  1957, 
J.  T.  HARRIGER  AND  RUTH  B.  HAR- 
RIGER,  doing  business  as  T.  C.  HAR¬ 
RIGER  TRUCKING,  66  Main  Street, 
Falls  Creek,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
H.  Ray  Pope,  Jr.,  Clarion.  Pa.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Clay 
products,  from  Falls  Ch'eek,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  New  York,  Ohio  and  Maryland,  and 
pallets  or  other  commodities  used  in  the 
transportation  of  finished  products,  and 
damaged  shipments  of  clay  products  on 
return. 

HEARING:  April  25,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.  C..  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke. 

No.  MC  116495,  filed  March  4.  1957. 
JOHN  A.  GAMMEL,  doing  business  as 
BIiA(^  HILLS  TRAILER  TOWING. 
P.  O.  Box  135,  Newcastle,  Wyo.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
House  trailers,  in  towaway  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Weston.  Niobrara  and 
•  Crook  Counties,  Wyo.,  FaU  River,  Cus¬ 
ter,  Lawrence,  Butte  and  Harding 
Counties,  S.  Dak.,  Bowman  and  Slope 
Counties,  N.  Dak.,  and  Fallon,  Charter  and 
Powder  River  Counties.  Mont. 

HEARING:  May  28.  1957,  at  the 
Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission, 
Supreme  Court  and  State  Library  BuUd¬ 
ing,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  before  Examiner 
Leo  W.  Cunningham. 
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No.  MC  116497.  nied  March  5,  1957. 
CLANCY  BROS.  TRANSPORTATION 
CO..  INC..  70  Bengal  Terrace,  Roches¬ 
ter,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Raymond  A.  Richards.  13  Lapham  Park, 
P.  O.  Box  25,  Webster,  N.  Y.  For  author¬ 
ity  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  over 
irregular  routes,  trjinsporting:  Fresh 
meat,  in  refrigerated  equipment,  sus¬ 
pended  from  hooks,  from  over-head  pipe 
rails,  in  carcasses  or  part  carcasses,  from 
Rochester,  N.  Y.  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  AprU  25,  1957,  at  the' 
Seneca  Hotel,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  before 
Examiner  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  116498,  filed  March  4.  1957. 
HENRY  J.  HALSDORP,  510  Kenwood 
Avenue,  Delmar,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  L.  Murray  Doody,  Jr.,  75  State 
Street,  Albany,  N.  Y.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  contr<Kt  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Brick, 
palletized,  packaged,  hand  stacked  or 
loose,  from  Coeymans,  Albany  County, 
N.  Y.  to  i>oints  in  Berkshire  County, 
Mass.,  and  wooden  pallets  and  packages 
used  in  transporting  brick  and  surplus 
shipments  (called  over-runs)  on  return. 

HEARING:  April  26,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Albany,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 

No.  MC  116501,  filed  March  6.  1957, 
RAYMOND  W.  HAWKINS,  R.  R.  No.  2, 
Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
J.  R.  Rose,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Animal  and  poultry  feeds  and  fertilizer, 
bagged  or  in  bulk,  from  East  St.  Louis 
and  National  City,  Ill.,  to  Poplar  Bluff, 
Mo. 

HEARING:  May  13, 1957,  at  the  Mark 
Twain  Hotel.  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  135,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  116502,  filed  March  6,  1957,  J. 
D.  RAINS  AND  GARVIS  E.  LeGRAND, 
doing  business  as  RAINS  &  LeGRAND 
LIVESTOCK  CO.,  Highway  67,  Box  208, 
Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
J.  R.  Rose.  Jefferson  City.  Mo.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feeds  and  fertilizer, 
bagged  or  in  bulk,  from  East  St.  Louis 
and  National  City,  Ill.,  to  Poplar  Bluff, 
Mo. 

HEARING:  May  13,  1957,  at  the  Mark 
Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  135,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  Leo  W.  CTunningham. 

No.  MC  116503,  filed  March  6.  1957, 
BENJAMIN  R.  SCHOLL,  Perkasie  Star 
Route,  Perkasie.  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Harry  J.  Liederbach,  South  State 
Street,  Newtown,  Pa.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Coal,  from 
points  in  Luzerne,  Carbon  and  Schuylkill 
Counties,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Delaware  and 
Maryland. 

HEARING:  May  6.  1957,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  199. 


MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1002  (Sub  No.  12),  filed  March 
6,  1957,  ASBURY  PARK-NEW  YORK 
TRANSIT  CORPORATION,  275  Broad¬ 
way.  Keyport,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney  :  Edward  W.  Currie,  123  Main  Street. 
Matawan,  N.  J.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  charter  operations,  during 
the  racing  season,  at  respective  tracks, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Keyport,  Red 
Bank,  Fort  Monmouth.  Oceanport.  Long 
Branch,  Asbury  Park,  Bradley  Beach. 
Belmar,  and  Freehold,  N.  J.  and  extend¬ 
ing  to  Delaware  Park  Race  Track  at 
Stanton,  Del.,  Pimlico  Race  Track  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Bowie  Race  Track  at 
Bowie,  Md..  and  Laurel  Race  Track  at 
Laurel,  Md.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  April  29,  1957,  at  the  New 
Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners  State  Office  Building,  Raymond 
Blvd.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  283. 

No.  MC  1510  (Sub  No.  59) ,  filed  March 
4.  1957,  SOUTHWESTERN  GREY¬ 

HOUND  LINES,  INC.,  210  East  Ninth 
Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Jack  R.  Turney,  Jr.,  2001 
Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Washington 
6,  D.  C.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  reglUar  routes, 
transporting :  Passengers  and  their  bag- 
gage,  newspapers,  mail  and  express,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Corpus  Christi,  Texas  and  Browns¬ 
ville,  Texas,  from  Corpus  Christi  over 
Texas  Highway- 44  to  Robstown,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  77  to  Brownsville, 
(also  from  Riviera,  Tex.,  over  Texas 
Highway  285  to  Falfurrias,  thence  over 
U.  S.  Highway  281  to  Edinburg,  thence 
over  Texas  Highway  107  to  Mission, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  83  to  Har¬ 
lingen)  ,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  similar 
operations  in  Arkansas.  Missouri.  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Colorado, 
Kansas,  and  Louisiana. 

HEARING:  May  6,  1957,  at  the  Reese 
Wil-Mond  Hotel,  Harlingen,  Tex.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  William  R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub  No.  213) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1957,  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO- 
ORDINA'TED  'TRANSPORT,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  80  Park  Place,  Newark,  N.  J.,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Frederick  N.  Broadfoot, 
Law  Department,  Public  Service  Co¬ 
ordinated  Transport,  Public  Service 
Terminal,  Newark  1,  N.  J.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  (1)  from  junction  Garden 
State  Parkway  and  New  Jersey  Highway 
575  in  Galloway  Township,  N.  J.,  over 
New  Jersey  Highway  575  (also  known  as 
County  Road  45)  to  junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  30  (also  known  as  White  Horse 
Pike),  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  and  (2) 
from  junction  U.  S.  Highway  30  and 


Wrangleboro  Road,  Galloway  Township, 
N.  J.,  over  Wrangleboro  Road  (also 
known  as  County  Road  83)  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  322,  Hamilton  Township, 
N.  J.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  New  Jersey  and  New  York. 

HEARING:  April  26,  1957,  at  the  New 
Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commis¬ 
sioners,  State  Office  Building,  Rayinond 
Boulevard,  Newark,  N.  J.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  119. 

No.  MC  35670  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1957,  INTERSTATE  PASSEN¬ 
GER  SERVICE,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
INTERSTATE  LINES,  261  North  Main 
Street,  Rochester,  N.  H.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  mail,  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle,  between 
Dover,  N.  H.,  and  Portsmouth  Navy  Yard, 
Kittery,  Maine,  (1)  from  Dover,  over 
New  Hampshire  Highway  16  to  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  4,  thence  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  4  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  1  bypass, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  1  bypass  and 
the  Interstate  Bridge  to  Kittery,  Maine, 
and  thence  over  Bridge  and  Govern¬ 
ment  Streets  to  Portsmouth  Navy  Yard, 
Kittery,  Maine,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (2)  from  Dover,  over  New 
Hampshire  Highway  16  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  1,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  1 
to  junction  with  Government  Street  in 
Kittery,  Maine,  thence  ftver  (government 
Street  to  the  Portsmouth  Navy  Yard, 
Kittery,  Maine,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  remove  restrictions  in  its 
present  authority;  that  the  Boston  &  Maine 
Transportation  C^ompany  is  to  discontinue 
local  service  in  the  Portsmouth  area  on 
March  1,  1957;  and  that  temporary  authority 
on  this  route  has  been  filed  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  interruption  in  service  to 
the  Navy  Yard  from  Dover  and  Intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Duplication  of  applicant’s  present 
authority  should  be  eliminated.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
the  commodities  specified  in  Massachusetts, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  and 
Vermont. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  at  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  Con¬ 
cord,  N.  H.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  114, 
or  if  the  Joint*Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  110616  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  8,  1957,  HAMPTON  BUS  CO., 
INC.,  2900  Madison  Street,  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag- 
gage,  in  round-trip  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  and  points  within  fifty  miles  of 
Cedar  Rapids,  and  extending  to  poffits 
in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Texas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  California,  Ne-. 
vada,  Utah,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Idaho, 
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Oregon,  Washington,  Montana,  and 
Korth  Dakota.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  conduct  operations  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  has  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  115405,  dated  May  17,  1956 — 
section  210  (dual  operations)  may  be 
involved.  ^ 

HEARING:  May  14,  1957,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  OflBce  Building,  Fifth  &  Court  Ave¬ 
nues,  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  116480,  filed  February  26, 1957, , 

embassy  garage  and  storage 

CO.,  INC.,  doing  business  as  EMBASSY 
TOURS,  1126  21st  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  Applicant’s  attorney: 

I.  William  Stempil,  Warner  Building, 
501 13th  Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.  C. 
For  authority  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Passengers  and  their  baggage, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
charter  operations,  beginning  and  end¬ 
ing  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  extending 
to  points  in  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  April  22,  1957,  at  the  of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  before  Examiner  Bertram  E. 
Stillwell. 

No.  MC  116493,  filed  March  4,  1957, 
FRANCIS  SCHULTZ  AND  BRUNO  ZAF- 
FINO,  doing  business  as  AIRPORTS 
LIMOUSINE  SERVICE  OP  PITTS¬ 
FIELD,  MASSACHUSETTS,  29  Wendall 
Avenue,  Pittsfield,  Mass.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Lincoln  S.  Cain,  29  Wendall 
•Avenue,  Pittsfield,  Mass.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers.  (1)  between  Pittsfield, 
Mass,  and  Bradley  Field,  near  Windsor 
Locks,  Conn.,  from  Pittsfield  over  U.  S. 
Highway  20  to  West  Springfield,  Mass., 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highways  5  and  5A  to 
the  Massachusetts-Connecticut  State 
line,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  5A  to 
Windsor  Locks,  Conn.,  thence  over  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  20  to  Bradley  Field, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  (2)  between 
Pittsfield,  Mass,  and  Albany  Airport,  near 
Colonie,  N.  Y.,  from  Pittsfield  over  U.  S. 
Highway  20  to  the  Massachusetts-New 
York  State  line,  thence  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  East  Greenbush,  N.  Y.,  thence 
over  U.  S.  Highway  20  to  the  junction 
of  U.  S.  Highway  4,  thence  over  U.  S. 
Highway  4  to  Troy,  N.  Y^,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  32  to  the  junction 
of  New  York  Highway  378,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  378  to  Loudonville, 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  9  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  New  York  Highway  155,  thence 
over  New  York  Highway  155  to  Albany 
Airport,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  AprU  24,  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
JoUjt  Board  No.  191,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  116496,  filed  March  4,  1957, 
RAYMOND  WARRENNER,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  BLUE  LINE  SIGHTSEEING  CO., 


2400  New  York  Avenue  NE.,  Washington, 
D.  C.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Warren 
Woods,  DeSales  Building.,  Connecticut 
Avenue  and  DeSales  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.  C.  For  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  coThmon  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  area:  Washington,  D.  C.,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va.,  in  Arlington  and  Fairfax 
Coimties,  Va.,  and  Maryland. 

HEARING:  April  26,  1957,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washin^n,  D.  C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  68. 

Applications  For  Brokerage  Licenses 

No.  MC  12640  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1957,  GEORGE  ROfeS  CROTH- 
ERS,  JR.,  doing  business  as  PENN-DEL 
TOURS,  807  Upland  Avenue,  Box  438, 
Chester,  Pa.  For  a  License  (BMC  5)  to 
engage  in  operations  as  a  broker,  at  Up¬ 
land,  Delaware  County,  Pa.,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  of 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
and  charter  operations.  Request  for  re¬ 
moval  of  the  exception  provision  in  ap¬ 
plicant’s  License  No.  MC  12640  stating 
“except  that  no  special  operation  shall 
be  arranged  for  on  traffic  to  and  from 
race  tracks.”  In  License  No.  MC  12640 
applicant  is  authorized  to  engage  in 
operations  as  a  broker  in  connection  with 
the  transportation  of  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Delaware  County,  Pa.,  and  New 
Castle.  Del.,  and  extending  to  all  points 
in  the  Unit^  States,  except  that  no  spe¬ 
cial  operation  shall  be  arranged  for  on 
traffic  to  and  from  race  tracks. 

Note:  By  this  application  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  arrange  for  such  traffic  as  is  ex¬ 
cluded  from  his  License  by  the  exception 
therein. 

HEARING:  April  26, 1957,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
65,  or  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  rights 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  12657,  filed  March  4,  1957, 
ROSE  GOODWIN,  doing  business  as 
GOODWIN  TOURS,  201  Davenport  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  Haven,  Conn.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Alfred  A.  Toscano,  Woolworth 
Building,  109  Church  Street,  New  Haven 
10,  Conn.  For  a  license  (BMC  5)  au¬ 
thorizing  operations  as  a  broker  at  New 
Haven,  Conn.,  in  arranging  for  transpor¬ 
tation  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
by  motor  vehicle  of  groups  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  Intends  to 
arrange  transportation  service  not  now  con¬ 
venient  or  available  for  persons  desiring  to 
travel  to  make  religious  pilgrimages  to 
shrines. 

HEARING:  April  30.  1957,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Examiner  Alfred  B.  Hurley. 


Applications  in  Which  Hanpling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  is  Requested^ 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  19201  (Sub  No.  95),  filed 
March  4,  1957,  PENNSYLVANIA 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  110  South  Main 
Street,  W.  E.,  Pittsburgh  20,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Robert  H.  Griswold, 
Commerce  Building,  P.  O.  Box  432,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  moving 
in  express  and  baggage  service,  in  serv¬ 
ice  auxiliary  to  or  supplemental  of  rail 
service  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company  and  of  express  service  of  Rail¬ 
way  Express  Agency,  over  the  following 
two  service  routes:  (1)  between  Spring 
Creek,  Pa.,  and  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highways  77  and  27  northeast  of  Gar¬ 
land,  Pa.,  from  Spring  Creek  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  77  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  27,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  between  Lud¬ 
low,  Pa.,  and  Ridgway,  Pa.,  from  Lud¬ 
low  over  U.  S.  Highway  6  to  Kane,  Pa., 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Wilcox,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
219  to  Ridgway,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  intermediate  points 
which  are  stations  on  the  rail  line  of 
The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company, 
and  serving  the  junction  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highways  77  and  27  northeast  of 
Garland  for  purpose  of  joinder  only;  and 
over  the  following  alternate  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only:  (1)  between 
Corry,  Pa.,  and  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
6  and  Pennsylvania  Highway  27  at  or 
near  Pittsfield,  Pa.,  from  Corry  over 
U.  S.  Highway  6  to  junction  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Highway  27,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  between  jimction  U.  S. 
Highway  219  and  Pennsylvania  Highway 
255  south  of  Johnsonbing,  Pa.,  and  St. 
Marys,  Pa.,  from  junction  U.  S.  Highway 
219  and  Pennsylvania  Highway  255  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  255  to  St.  Marys, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  except  junction 
.U.  S.  Highway  6  and  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  27  and  junction  U.  S.  Highway  219 
and  Pennsylvania  Highway  255  for  pur¬ 
pose  of  joinder  only.  RESTRICTION: 
The  service  to  be  performed  by  carrier 
shall  be  limited  to  service  which  is  aux¬ 
iliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  the  rail 
service  of  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  hereinafter  called  the  rail¬ 
road,  or  of  express  service  of  Railway 
Express  Agency.  Carrier  shall  not  serve 
any  point  not  a  station  on  a  rail  line 
of  the  railroad.  Shipments  transported 
by  carrier  shall  be  limited  to  those  which 
it  receives  from  or  delivers  to  the  rail¬ 
road  under  a  through  bill  of  lading  or 
express  receipt  covering,  in  addition  to 
movement  by  carrier,  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  rail.  All  con¬ 
tractual  arrsmgements  between  carrier 
and  the  railroad  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  subject  to  re¬ 
vision  if  and  as  the  Commission  may 
find  it  to  be  necessary  in  order  that 
such  arrangements  shall  be  fair  and 
equitable  to  the  parties.  Such  further 
specific  conditions  as  the  Commission 
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in  the  future  may  find  it  necessary  to 
impose  in  order  to  restrict  carrier’s 
operations  by  motor  vehicle  to  service 
which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental 
of,  rail  service. 

Note:  Dual  operations  or  common  control 
may  be  involved.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  in  Pennsyl* 
vania. 

No.  MC  24211  (Sub  No.  7) ,  filed  March 

6. 1957,  AL  SC  ANN  A  VINO,  doing  business 
as  AL  SCANNAVINO  'TRUCKING,  5463 
Cherokee  Lane,  Stockton,  Calif.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Bruce  R.  Geemaert,  100 
Bush  Street,  San  Francisco  4,  Calif.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wine,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Napa,  Sonoma,  San  Joaquin, 
Madera  and  Fresno  Counties,  Calif.,  to 
Port  of  Stockton  at  Stockton,  Calif.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  wine  in 
California. 

No.  MC  38170  (Sub  No.  15) ,  filed  March 

4. 1957,  WHITE  STAR  TRUCKING,  INC., 
1750  Southfield,  Lincoln  Park,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilhelmina  Boers- 
ma,  2850  Penobscot  Building,  Detroit 
26,  Mich.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  a  regular 
route,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value.  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
Toledo,  Ohio,  over  U.  S.  Highway  24A 
(also  known  as  Detroit-Toledo  Express¬ 
way)  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations  between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and 
Toledo,  Ohio.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Michigan  and  Ohio. 

No.  MC  59336  (Sub  No.  14) ,  filed  March 
4,  1957,  U.  S.  TRUCK  COMPANY,  INC., 
2290  24th  Street,  Detroit,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Wilhelmina  Boersma, 
2850  Penobscot  Building,  Detroit  26, 
Mich.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  a  regular  route, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  in-' 
eluding  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  but 
excluding  commodities  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  si>ecial  equipment,  between 
Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  over 
U.  S.  Highway  24 A  (also  known  as  De¬ 
troit-Toledo  Expressway)  as  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Detroit  and  Toledo.  Applicant  is 
is  authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Michigan  and  Ohio. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1337),  filed 
January  28,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 
AGENCY,  INCORPORA'TED,  219  East 
42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Marx,  same 
address  as  applicant.  For  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  including  Class  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  moving  in  express  service,  (1) 
between  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Concord 
'Mass.,  from  Boston  over  City  streets  to 
Cambridge,  Mass.,  thence  over  Mass¬ 


achusetts  Highway  2  to  Concord,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  and  (2)  between 
Boston,  Mass.,  and  Salem,  Mass.,  (a) 
from  Boston  over  City  streets  to  Chelsea, 
Mass.,  thence  over  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  107  to  Salem,  and  (b)  from  Boston 
over  Massachusetts  Highway  C-1  to 
junction  Massachusetts  Highway  107, 
thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway  107 
to  Salem  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Chel¬ 
sea  and  Lynn,  Mass.  RESTRICTION: 
The  service  authorized  herein  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  The  service 
to  be  performed  by  applicant  shall  be 
limited  to  service  which  is  auxiliary  to,  • 
or  supplemental  of,  express  service. 
Shipments  transported  by  applicant 
shall  be  limited  to  those  moving  on  a 
through  bill  of  lading  or  express  receipt 
covering,  in  addition  to  a  motor  carrier 
movement  by  applicant,  an  immediately 
prior  or  immediately  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  air  or  rail.  Such  further  specific 
conditions  as  the  Commission  in  the 
future  may  find  it  necessary  to  impose  in 
order  to  restrict  applicant’s  operations 
to  service  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  sup¬ 
plemental  of,  express  service.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1345),  filed 
February  21,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 
AGENCY,  INCORPORATED,  219  East 
42d' Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  H.  Marx,  Law 
Department,  Railway  Express  Agency, 
Incorporated  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  in¬ 
cluding  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  moving 
in  express  service,  (1). between  Wheeling, 
W.  Va.,  and  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  from 
Wheeling  over  West  Virginia  Highway 
2  to  Parkersburg,  and  return'  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Benwood,  Moundsville,  Kent 
(Marshall  County),  New  Martinsville, 
Paden  City,  Sistersville,  and  St.  Marys, 
W.  Va.,  and  (2)  between  junction  West 
Virginia  Highways  2  and  31  and  Parkers¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  from  junction  West  Virginia 
Highways  2  and  31  over  West  Virginia 
Highway  31  to  Williamstown,  W.  Va., 
thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  21  to  Parkers¬ 
burg,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Wil- 
liamstown,.W.  Va.  RESTRICTION :  The 
service  proposed  herein  is  subject  to  the 
following  conditions:  The  service  to  be 
performed  by  applicant  shall  be  limited  to 
that  which  is  auxiliary  to,  or  supple¬ 
mental  of,  express  service.  Shipments 
transported  by  applicant  shall  be  limited 
to  those  moving  on  a  through  bill  of  lad¬ 
ing  or  express  receipt  covering,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  a  motor  carrier  movement  by 
applicant,  an  immediately  prior  or  im¬ 
mediately  subsequent  movement  by  air 
or  rail  or  substituted  motor  for  rail. 
Such  further  specific  conditions  as  the 
Commission  in  the  future  may  find  it 
necessary  to  impose  in  order  to  restrict 
applicant’s  operations  to  service  which  is 
auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  express 
service.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
States. 


No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1346),  filed 
February  25,  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 
AGENCY,  INCORPORA’TED,  219  East 
42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Thomas,  1220 
The  Citizens  &  Southern  Nat’l.  Bank 
Building,  Atlanta  3.  Ga.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  including  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  moving  in  express  service,  between 
Greenville,  S.  C.  and  Anderson,  S.  C., 
from  Greenville  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  81  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  88,  thence  over  South  Carolina 
Highway  88  to  Pendleton,  S.  C.,  and 
■  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  76  to  Ander¬ 
son,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Pendleton  and  LaFrance*,  S.  C.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  U.  S.  Highway  29  to  Green¬ 
ville.  Applicant  has  no  objection  to 
imposition  of  the  following  restrictions: 
(1)  The  service  to  be  performed  by  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  be  limited  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  air 
or  railway  express  service;  (2)  Shipments 
transported  by  carrier  shall  be  limited  to 
those  moving  on  through  bills  of  lading 
or  express  receipts  covering,  in  addition 
to  a  motor  carrier  movement  by  carrier, 
an  immediately  prior  or  an  immediately 
subsequent  movement  by  rail  or  air;  (3) 
Such  further  specific  conditions  as  the 
Commission  in  the  future  may  find  it 
necessary  to  impose  in  order  to  restrict 
applicant’s  operations  to  service  which 
is  auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  air  or 
railway  express  service.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

Note:  In  No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1094)  ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  transport  general 
commodities,  moving  in  express  service,  be¬ 
tween  Anderson,  S.  C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Greenville,  S.  C.  over  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  29.  subject  to  the  above  restrictions,  and 
by  this  application  seeks  to  extend  its  service 
to  include  the  lnt«*mediate  points  of  Pendle¬ 
ton  and  LaFrance,  S.  C. 

No.  MC  66562  (Sub  No.  1347) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  25.  1957,  RAILWAY  EXPRESS 
AGENCY,  INCORPORATED,  219  East 
42d  Street,  New  York  17,  N.  Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Thomas.  1220 
The  ‘Citizens  &  Southern  Nat’l.  Bank 
Building,  Atlanta  3,  Ga.  For  authority 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  including  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  moving  in  express  service,  be¬ 
tween  Seneca,  S.  C.  and  Walhalla,  S.  C., 
from  Seneca  over  U.  S.  Highway  76  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  28  and 
thence  over  South  Carolina  Highway  28 
to  Walhalla.  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Applicant  has  no  objection  to  the 
imposition  of  the  following  restrictions: 
(1)  That  service  to  be  performed  be 
limited  to  service  which  is  auxiliary  to, 
or  supplemental  of,  air  or  railway  ex¬ 
press  service;  (2)  that  shipments  trans¬ 
ported  by  carrier  shall  be  limited  to 
those  moving  on  through  bills  of  lading 
or  express  receipts  covering,  in  addition 
to  a  motor  carrier  movement  by  caiyier, 
an  immediately  prior  or  an  immediately 
subsequent  movement  by  rail  or  air;  (3) 
Such  further  specific  conditions  as  the 
Commission  in  the  future  may  find  it 
necessary  to  impose  in  order  to  restrict 
applicant’s  operation  to  service  which  is 
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auxiliary  to,  or  supplemental  of,  air  or 
railway  express  service.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub  No.  206),  filed 
March  1,  1957,  ELDON  MILLER,  INCf., 
330  East  Washington  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Caustic  soda,  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  to 
Dallas,  Tex.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  similar  commodities  from  and 
to  specified  points  in  Kansas,  Arkansas 
and  Nebraska. 

No.  MC  1 J2520  (Sub  No.  15) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1957,  SOUTH  STATE  OIL  CO., 
a  Corporation,  New  Quincy  Road,  P.  O. 
Box  161,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Dan  R.  Schwartz,  Suite  713 
Professional  Building,  Jacksonville  2, 
Fla.  For  authority  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Synthetic  resin  compounds,  in 
solution,  from  Valdosta,  Ga.,  to  El  Do¬ 
rado,  Ark. 

No.  MC  116491,  filed  March  4,  1957,  C. 
W.  FISHER,  KEITH  FISHER  AND  GER¬ 
ALD  ARNOLD,  doing  business  as  FISH¬ 
ERS  AND  ARNOLD,  Pendleton  Street, 
Falmouth,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  H.  K  i  n  k  e  r.  Seventh  Floor, 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  ear¬ 
ner,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Crushed  stone,  from  points  in  Pendleton 
County,  Ky.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
points  in  Ohio  and  Indiana  within  15 
miles  of  Cincinnati. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  109780  (Sub  No.  48) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  28,  1957,  TRANSCONTINENTAL 
BUS  SYSTEM,  INC.,  315  Continental 
Avenue,  Dallas,  Tex.  (Mailing  address: 
300  South  Broadway.  Wichita,  Kans). 
Applicant’s  attorney:  C.  Zimmerman, 
P.  O.  Box  730,  Wichita  1,  Kans.  For  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Vinita,  Okla.,  and 
Joplin,  Mo.,  from  Vinita  over  the  newly 
constructed  Will  Rogers  Turnpike,  being 
a  portion  of  the  Northeastern  Turnpike, 
to  the  Oklahoma-Missouri  State  line, 
thence  over  the  Missouri  dual-highway 
(freeway)  route  to  Joplin,  Mo.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only,  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  between  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  and  Dallas.  Texas.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Arizona.  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  and  Utah. 

No.  MC  116165  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1957,  MURRAY  HILL  LIMOU¬ 
SINE  SERVICE  UMITED,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  1380  Barre  Street,  Montreal,  Que- 
,bec,  Canada.  For  authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,"  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
tAeir  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle,  in 
round-trip  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  ports  of  entry  on  the  Inter- 
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national  Boundary  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  at  or  near  Trout 
River,  Champlain  and  Rouses  Point, 
N.  Y.,  and  Highgate  Springs,  Vt.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  Burlington,  Montpelier  and 
Rutland,  Vt.,  Berlin,  Concord  and  Man¬ 
chester,  N.  H.,  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Mas- 
sena,  Saranac  Lake,  Plattsbing,  Water- 
town,  Syracuse,  Glens  Palls,  Albany,  and 
New  York,  N.  Y. 

No.  MC  116404,  filed  January  28,  1957, 
HORACE  A.  ITiT/ING,  doing  business  as 
ILUNG  BUS  LINES,  Sweet  Home,  Ark. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  Phillip  Carroll, 
314  West  Markham  Street,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  and  Beverley  S.  Simms,  1624  Eye 
Street  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  For 
authority  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  a  regular  route,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  express, 
mail  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  West 
Memphis,  Ark.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn„ 
over  U.  S.  Highway  70,  seWing  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  NO'TE:  This  matter  is 
related  with  MC-P  6428.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  passenger  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  contract  carrier  under  Permit 
No.  MC  110398  Sub  4TA. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
*  210a  (b)  - 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  xmder 
sections  5  (2)  and  210a  (b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
procedural  matters  witl^  respect  thereto. 
(Federal  Register,  Volume  21,  page 
7339,  §  1.240,  September  26,  1956.) 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-P  6352,  published  in  the  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1956,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  5768.  Application  filed 
March  13, 1957,  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a  (b) . 

No.  MC-P  6524  (correction)  published 
in  the  March  7,  1957,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  1475.  The  au¬ 
thority  to  be  transferred  should  have 
included  “•  •  •  between  Columbia  and 
Charleston,  S.  C.” 

No^  MC-F  6525  (correction)  published 
In  the  March  7,  1957,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  1475.  This  num¬ 
ber  was  erroneously  shown  as  MC-P 
6625. 

No.  MC-P  6526  (correction)  published 
in  the  March  7,  1957,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  1476.  The  au¬ 
thority  being  transfered  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “general  commodities’*  should  have 
read  as  follows:  General  commodities, 
except  dangerous  explosives,  and  except 
livestock,  liquids  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
those  requiring  refrigeration,  ovetr  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  etc. 

No.  MC-P  6531.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  BEST  WAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  441  Holgate  Street, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  of  JOHNSON  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  4015  Airport  Way,  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  for  acqiiisition  by  S.  S. 
ELAND,  also  of  Seattle,  of  control  of 
JOHNSON  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
through  the  acquisition  by  BEST  WAY 


MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Wallace  Aiken,  355  Ol3nnpic 
National  Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled : 
General  commoditids,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions  including  household  goods  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  St.  Helens, 
Oreg.,  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  alternate  routes  for 
operating  convenience  only  between 
Tenino  (junction  U.  S.  Highway  99  and 
Washington  Highway  5-H),  Wash.,  and 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  between  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Kelso,  Wash.;  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions  exclud¬ 
ing  household  goods  and  including 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  Portland, 
Oreg.,  and  Westport,  Oreg.,  serving  cer¬ 
tain  intermediate  and  off-route  points; 
mining  and  milling  machinery,  tools, 
equipment,  and  such  supplies  ae  are  used 
in  mining  and  milling  processes,  in  truck- 
loads,  between  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  Re¬ 
public,  Wash.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  heavy  machinery  and  equipment 
used  in  construction,  mining,  and  logging 
operations,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  King  County,  Wash*,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain 
points  in  Idaho  and  certain  points  in 
Oregon;  machinery,  contractors’  equip¬ 
ment,  and  manufacturing  plant  equip¬ 
ment,  between  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain  points 
in  Idaho;  pipe,  between  Seattle,  Wash., 
and  Portland,  Oreg.  BEST  WAY 
MO'TOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-P  6532.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  COAST  'TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  1540  Fourth  Avenue  South,  Seattle 
4,  Wash.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  E.  R.  HOLEMAN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  MOUNT  VERNON  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  Moimt  Vernon,  Wash.,  and 
for  acquisition  by  C.  G.  SOIKE,  also  of 
Seattle,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
property  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  representative;  John  W.  New- 
begin,  Secretary-’Treasurer,  Coast  ’Truck 
Lines,  Inc.,  1540  Pourth  Avenue  South, 
Seattle  4,  Wash.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions  includ¬ 
ing  household  goods  and  cmnmodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes  between  junction  Washington 
Highway  IE  and  U.  S.  Highway  99  near 
Silvana,  Wash.,  and  junction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  99  and  Washington  Highway  IE, 
near  Conway,  Wash.,  between  Mount 
Vernon,  Wash.,  and  Anacortes,  Wash., 
between  Mount  Vernon,  Wash.,  and  La 
Conner,  Wash.,  and  between  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  Sedit)  Woolley,  Wash.,  serv¬ 
ing  certain  intermediate  and  offroute 
points;  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only  between  Burlington, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  op  the 
other,  Sedro  Woolley,  Wash.;  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions  in¬ 
cluding  household  goods  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes 
between  points  in  Skagit  County,  Wash., 
on  and  west  of  Washington  State  High¬ 
way  1-A.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Washington 
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and  Oregon.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a  (b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2108;  Piled,  Mar.  20.  1967; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

Morris  A.  Lieberman 

report  or  appointment  and  statement  or 
riNANCIAL  interests 

Employment  without  compensation 
under  section  710  (b)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act.  Pursuant  to  section  710 
(b)  of  th*e  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Morris  A. 
Lieberman,  Senior  Analyst  and  Director 
of  Appraisal  Division,  Real  Estate  Re¬ 
search  Corporation,  Chicago,  Illinois,  as 
an  Advisor,  with  the  Stabilization  Area 
in  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization. 
Mr.  Lieberman’s  statement  of  his  busi¬ 
ness  interests  is  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  March  6.  1957. 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 
Director, 

Office  of  Defense  Mobilization. 

Appointee^s  Statement  of  Business 
Interests 

The  following  statement  list  the  names 
of  concerns  required  by  subsection  710 
(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended. 

Allied  Stores. 

Chicago  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  RR. 

LaClede  Gas  Co. 

Laurion  Currency  Exchange,  Inc.  (Direc¬ 
tor).  * 

Montgomery  Ward. 

Mississippi  River  &  Puel. 

Ohio  Edison. 

Glen  Alden  Coal  Co. 

Dated:  March  6,  1957. 

Morris  A.  Lieberman. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2171;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  70-36641 

West  Penn  Electric  Co.  and 
•  Potomac  Edison  Co. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ORDER  AUTHORIZING  SUBSID¬ 
IARY  TO  ISSUE  AND  SELL  ADDITIONAL 
COMMON  STOCK  TO  HOLDING  COMPANY, 
AUTHORIZING  HOLDING  COMPANY  TO  AC¬ 
QUIRE  SUCH  ADDITIONAL  COMMON  STOCK 
AND  TO  .  PLEDGE  SAME  UNDER  ITS  TRUST 
INDENTURE,  AND  RELEASING  JURISDICTION 
OVIR  FEES 

March  15, 1957. 

On  January  25,  1957  The  West  Penn 
Electric  Company  (“Electric”),  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  and  its  subsid¬ 
iary  The  Potomac  Edison  Company 
(“Potomac”)  filed  a  joint  application- 
declaration  .  and  amendments  thereto 


pursuant  to  sections  6,  7, 10, 12  (c) ,  and 
12  (d)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“act”)  and  Rules 
U-42,  U-44,  and  U-50  thereunder  seek¬ 
ing  approval  of  (1)  the  issue  and  sale  of 
528,000  additional  shares  of  common  ' 
stock  by  Electric  pursuant  to  an  under¬ 
written  rights  offering;  (2)  a  charter 
amendment  by  Potomac  increasing  its 
authorized  common  stock  from  800,000 
to  1,500.000  shares  without  par  value; 

(3)  the  issue  and  sale  by  Potomac  of 
100,000  additional  shares  of  its  common 
stock  to  Electric  for  $2,000,000  cash ;  and 

(4)  the  pledge  by  Electric  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  shares  of  Potomac’s  common  stock 
under  the  Trust  Indenture  securing  its 
3  Vz  percent  Sinking  Fund  Collateral 
Trust  Bonds  as  required  therein.  Notice' 
of  the  filing  of  said  application-declara¬ 
tion  was  issued  on  January  30,  1957 
(Holding  Company  Act  Release  No. 
13375). 

On  February  18,  1957  the  Commission 
issued  an  order  herein  authorizing  trans¬ 
actions  (1)  and  (2)  aforesaid,  and  re¬ 
serving  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  trans¬ 
actions  (3)  and  (4)  and  also  with  respect 
to  certain  fees  (Holding  Company  Act 
Release  No.  13387) . 

Potomac  has  now  amended  its  charter 
as  hereinbefore  authorized,  and  orders 
have  been  issued  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  and  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  au¬ 
thorizing  Potomac  to  issue  and  sell  not 
exceeding  100,000  additional  shares  of  its 
common  stock  for  $2,000,000  cash  as 
proposed,  and  to  apply  the  proceeds  in 
partial  reimbursement  of  capital  expend¬ 
itures  heretofore  made. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
by  Potomac  herein  are  estimated  at 
$3,350.  The  aggregate  fees  and  expenses 
of  Electric  (excluding  compensation  to 
be  paid  to  the  underwriters)  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  approximately  $125,000,  includ¬ 
ing  the  following  fees  as  to  which 
jurisdiction  was  heretofore  reserved: 
City  Bank  Farmers  Trust  Company  (New 
York),  subscription  agent,  $42,000;  same 
bank,  transfer  agent,  $11,782.50;  Guar¬ 
anty  Trust  Company  of  New  York, 
registrar,  $2,400;  Price  Waterhouse  & 
Co.,  accountants,  $16,348;  Sullivan  and 
Cromwell,  counsel,  $10,000.  The  fee  of 
Cravath.  Swaine  &  Moore,  independent 
counsel  for  the  underwriters,  is  stated 
at  $6,000.  On  the  basis  of  statements 
filed  on  behalf  of  the  several  fee  claim¬ 
ants,  the  amounts  requested  do  not  ap¬ 
pear  to  be  unreasonable. 

Due  notice  having  been  given  of  the 
filing  of  said  application-declaration, 
and  a  hearing  not  having  been  requested 
of  or  ordered  by  the  Commission,  and  the 
Commission  finding,  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  issue  and  sale  of  common  stock 
by  Potomac  to  Electric,  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  pledge  of  such  stock  by 
Electric  under  its  Trust  Indenture  as' 
aforesaid,  and  with  respect  to  the  fees 
to  be  incurred  by  said  companies  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  several  transactions  in¬ 
volved  herein,  that  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act  and  the  rules  there¬ 
under  are  satisfied;  and  deeming  it  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  in 
the  interest  of  investors  and  consumers 
that  the  application-declaration  as 


amended  should  be  granted  and  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  forthwith 
with  respect  to  said  transactions  and 
matters  as  to  which  jurisdiction  was 
heretofore  reserved: 

'  It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  U-23 
and  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  act, 
that  said  application-declaration  as 
amended  be.  and  hereby  is.  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective  forthwith 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  issuance 
and  sale  of  100,000  additional  shares  of 
common  stock  by  Potomac  at  $20  per 
share,  the  acquisition  of  said  additin^i 
shares  by  Electric,  and  its  pledge  thereof 
pursuant  to  the  terms  of  its  Trust  In¬ 
denture  aforesaid,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  prescribed  in  Rule  U-2i 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  jurisdiction 
be,  and  hereby  is,  released  with  respect 
to  all  fees. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2155;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


[Pile  No.  70-3572] 

Mississippi  Power  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  DECLARATION  REGARD¬ 
ING  PROPOSAL  TO  ISSUE  AND  SELL  FIRST 

MORTGAGE  BONDS 

March  15, 1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mississippi 
Power  Company  (“Mississippi”) ,  a  public 
utility  subsidiary  company  of  The  South¬ 
ern  Company,  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany.  has  filed  with  this  Commission  a 
declaration  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“act”) ,  and  has  designated  sections  5 
(a)  and  7  of  the  act,  and  Rule  U-50  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the 
proposed  transactions. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  declaration  which  is  on  file  in  the 
ofQce  of  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  transactions  therein  proposed, 
which  are  summarized  as  follows: 

Mississippi  proposes  to  issue  and  sell, 
pursuant  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  U-50  promulgated 
under  the  act,  $6,000,000  principal 
amount  of  its  First  Mortgage  Bonds,  ^ 
»_  percent.  Series  due  in  1987.  The  * 
interest  rate  (which  shall  be  a  multiple 
of  ^  of  1  percent) ,  and  the  price,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  accrued  interest,  to  be  paid" 
to  Mississippi  for  the  bonds  (which  shall 
be  not  less  than  100  percent  nor  more 
than  102%  percent  of  the  principal 
amount)  will  be  determined  by  com¬ 
petitive  bidding.  The  bonds  will  be  is¬ 
sued  under  and  secured  by  the  company’s 
outstanding  Indenture,  dated  September 
1,  1941,  as  heretofore  supplemented,  and 
as  to  be  further  supplemented  by  a  Sup¬ 
plemental  Indenture  to  be  dated  April 
1,  1957. 

The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
bonds  are  to  be  applied  toward  the  con¬ 
struction  or  acquisition  of  permanent 
improvements,  extensions  and  additions 
to  Mississippi’s  utility  plant  which  are 
estimated  to  aggregate  $10,800,000  during 
1957. 
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The  declaration  states  Jihat  the  is¬ 
suance  and  sale  of  the  bonds  are  not 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  any  State 
commission  or  of' any  Federal  commis¬ 
sion,  other  than  this  Commission. 

The  fees  and  expenses  incurred  or  to 
be  incurred  by  Mississippi  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions  are  to  be 
supplied  by  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may  not  later  than  April  1, 
1957,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing 
be  held  in  respect  of  such  matters,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  which  he  desires  to  contro¬ 
vert,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be  noti¬ 
fied  if  the  Commission  orders  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.  At  any  time  after  said  date  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  here¬ 
after  amended,  may  be  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  as  provided  in  Rule  U-23 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  act,  or  the  Commission  may 
grant  exemption  from  its  rules  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rules  U-20  (a)  and  U-100 
thereof  or  take  such  other  action  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  67-2156;  Piled,  Mar.  20,  1957; 

'  8:48  a.  m.] 


[PUe  No.  812-10691 
Equity  Corp. 

HoncE  of  filing  of  application  request¬ 
ing  order  permitting  transactions 

AMONG  AFFILIATES  ^ 

March  15,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that'the  Equity 
Corporation  (“Equity”) ,  a  registered, 
closed-end,  non-diversified  investment 
company  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940,  on  behalf  of  itself  and  of 
William  E.  Betts,  L.  Scott  Cass,  William 
J.  Kaiser,  Wilfrid  M.  Kearns,  Charles  R. 
Ogsburg  and  James  Trainor,  (“Afldliated 
Priden  Stockholders”)  all  aflBliated  per¬ 
sons  of  an  affiliated  person  of  Equity,  has 
filed  an  application  under  section  17  (b) 
of  the  act  for  an  order  exempting  from 
the  provisions  of  section  17  (a)  of  the  act 
an  agreement  which  places  restrictions 
upon  the  disposition  of  shares  of  stock 
of  Priden  Calculating  Machine  Co.,  Inc. 
(“Priden”),  held  by  Equity  and  such 
other  stockholders. 

The  application  recites  that  Equity  and 
the  Affiliated  Priden  stockholders  own  an 
aggregate  of  220,134.5  shares  <22.2  per¬ 
cent),  of  which  Equity  owns  161,207 
shares,  of  common  stock  of  Priden.  On 
January  16,  1957  all  of  said  persons  en¬ 
tered  into  an  agreement,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  which  pro¬ 
vides  in  substance: 

1.  That  if  any  party  other  than  Equity 
shall  desire  to  dispose  of  his  Priden  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  (except  within  his  family 
Woup) ,  Equity  shall  have  a  15-day  option 


to  purchase  the  same  at  the  proposed 
sale  price  or,  if  it  is  proposed  to  donate 
stock,  then  at  its  fair  market  value; 
provided,  however,  that  if  the  proposed 
sale  price  is  higher  then  the  fair  market 
value,  then  the  option  period  will  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  45  days,  and  the  option  .will 
not  become  effective  unless  within  the 
option  period  Equity  shall  have  obtained 
an  Order  from  the  Commission  exempt¬ 
ing  the  proposed  transaction  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17  (a)  of  the  act; 

2.  That  on  the  death  of  any  stock¬ 
holder,  Equity  shall  have  an  option  to 
purchase  all  of  the  Priden  Common  Stock 
owned  by  such  stockholder  and  not  be¬ 
queathed  to  members  of  his  family  group, 
at  its  fair  market  value ;  and 

3.  That  Equity  will  not  dispose  of  any 
of  its  ^iden  Common  Stock  unless  an 
offer  is  made  to  the  other  parties  to  sell 
the  same  proportion  of  their  Priden  Com¬ 
mon  Stock  upon  the  same  terms  and 
conditions. 

The  Agreement  provides  that  the  “fair 
market  value”  of  the  Priden  Common 
Stock  on  any  date  shall  be  either  (a)  the 
lowest  closing  price  of  the  stock  on  that 
date  on  any  national  securities  exchange 
upon  which  the  stock  was  traded  on  that 
date  or,  (b)  if  the  stock  was  not  traded 
on  any  national  securities  exchange  on 
that  date,  the  lowest  closing  price  of  the 
stock  on  any  national  securities  exchange 
on  the  last  previous  date  upon  which  the 
stock  was  so  traded. 

Section  17  (a)  of  the  act  makes  it  un¬ 
lawful,  subject  to  certain  exceptions  not 
relevant  here,  for  an  affiliate  of  an  af¬ 
filiated  person  of  a  registered  investment 
company  to  sell  to  or  purchase  from  such 
registered  company,  or  any  company 
controlled  by  such  registered  company, 
any  security  or  other  property.  Under 
section  17  (b)  of  the  act,  however,  the 
Commission  upon  application  shall  grant 
an  exemption  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  17  (a)  of  the  act  if  it  finds  that  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  transaction,  in¬ 
cluding  the  consideration  to  be  paid  or 
received,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and  do 
not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part  of 
anyone  concerned,  and  that  the  proposed 
transaction  is  consistent  with  the  policy 
of  each  registered  investment  company 
concerned,  as  recited  in  its  registration 
statement  and  reports  filed  under  the, 
act,  and  with  the  general  purposes  of  the 
act. 

It  is  stated  that  the  terms  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  are  reasonable  and  fair 
and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the 
part  of  any  person  concerned  and  that 
they  are  consistent  with  the  policy  of 
Equity  as, stated  in  its  registration  state¬ 
ment  and  reports  filed  under  the  act. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  face  and  law  asserted,  all 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
which  is  on  file  in  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  ms^y,  not  later  than 
March  28,*  1957  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  any  facts 
bearing  upon  the  desirability  of  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  and  may  request  that 
a  hearing  be  held,  such  request  stating 


the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request  and  the  issues,  if  any, 
of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  or  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  >D.  C.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion  may  be  granted  as  provided  in  Rule 
N-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orvil  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2157;  Piled.  Mar.  20.  1957; 

8:48  a.  zn.] 


[Pile  No.  24&-1514] 

Northwest  Oil  and  Refining  Corp. 

ORDER  VACATING  ORDER  OF  SUSPENSION 

March  14.  1957. 

Northwest  Oil  and  Refining  Corpora¬ 
tion  (“Northwest”) ,  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion,  120'  North  30th  Street,  Billings, 
Montana,  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
December  26,  1956,  a  notification  and 
subsequently  filed  an  amendment  there¬ 
to,  relating  to  an  offering  of  150,000 
shares  of  its  common  stock,  par  value 
$1.00,  at  $2.00  per  share,  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  an  exemption  from  the 
registration  requirements  of  the  Secur¬ 
ities.  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (b)  thereof 
and  Regulation  A  promulgated  there- 
under. 

The  Commission  on  January  25,  1957, . 
ordered,  pursuant  to  Rule  261  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  under  said 
act,  that  the  exemption  sought  by  North¬ 
west  under  Regulation  A  be  temporarily 
suspended  on  the  grounds  stated  in  said 
order. 

Northwest,  subsequent  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  action  suspending  the  exemption, 
submitted  a  request  that  said  order  be 
vacated  and  in  support  thereof  has  fur¬ 
nished  information  to  the  Commission 
satisfying  it  that  no  offering  has  been 
made  and  that  the  deficiencies  as  stated 
in  the  said  order  were  only  the  result 
of  a  failure  to  give  due  care  to  the  con¬ 
ditional  requirements  of  the  exemption 
upon  which  it  had  undertaken  to  rely. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
a  hearing  is  not  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  that  the  basis  for 
said  temporary  order  for  suspension,  as 
aforesaid,  no  longer  exists; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule  261  (b) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations  im- 
der  the  Securities  Act  of  1933  that  said 
temporary  order  fo¥  suspension  be,  and 
it  hereby  is,  vacated. 


By  the  Commission. 


[seal] 


Orval  L.  DuBois, 
Secretary. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  57-2158;  Filed,  Mar.  20.  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


1920. 


NOTICES 


UNfTED  STATES  TARIFF 
COMMISSION 

[Llat  No.  2<M71 

Phonogiaph  Pickup  Cartridges, 

ELEMBlfTS,  AMD  NEEDLES 
PUBLIC  NOTICE  OP  COMPLAINTS  RECEIVED 

March  1^.  1957. 

The  Utilted  States  Tariff  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  receipt,  on 
February  25,  1957,  of  two  complaints 
imder  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  (19  U.  S.  C.  1337)  filed  by  Brush 
Electronics  Company  (a  division  of 
Clevite  Corporation)  of  Cleveland.  Ohio, 
and  The  Astatic  Corporation  of  Coo- 
neaut,  Ohio,  respectively,  alleging  unfair 
methods  of  competition  dnd  unfair  acts 


in  the  Importation  and  sale  of  certain 
foreign  phonograph  pickup  cartridges, 
elements,  and  needles. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
I  203.3  of  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (19  CFR  203.3) 
the  Commission  has  initiated  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  inquiry  into  the  allegations  of  these 
complaints  to  determine  (aV  whether  the 
institution  of  an  investigation  under 
section  337,  above,  is  warranted,  and  (b) 
whether  the  issuance  of  a  temporary 
order  of  exclusion  from  entry  under  sec¬ 
tion  337  (f)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U.  S.  C.  1337  (f) )  is  warranted. 

A  copy  of  the  complaints  (not  includ¬ 
ing  confidential  information)  is  avsdlable 
for  public  inspection  at  the  offices  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  located 
at  Eighth  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washing¬ 


ton,  D.  C.,  and  also  in  the  New  York 
Office  of  the  Tariff  Commission,  located 
in  Room  437  of  the  Customs  Hoi^. 

Persons  desiring  to  g(ibmit  information 
either  in  favor  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
institution  of  an  investigation  may  do  so 
by  submitting  their  views  in  writing  to 
the  Secretary,  United  States  Tariff  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington  25.  D.  C.,  within  60 
days.  Fifteen  copies  of  any  such  sub¬ 
mission  are  required. 

Issued:  March  18,  1957. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

[seal]  '  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-2170;  Piled.  Mar.  20,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.J 
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